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A CONTINUATION of 
Hiftorical Memoirs about Communion in both kinds, by Mt. L’En- 
fant, Pafor of the French Church at Batlin, and Chaplain to bis ° 


Majefty the King of Pruffia : Communicated to the Author of the 
Nouvelles.de la Republique des Lettres. 


T appear’d by a Letter of St. Gprian, Epift. 63, Edit. Am- 
ftel. 1700, that in the 3d Centuty there were People, who 
made ufe of Water inftead of Wine in the Eucharift, not 

| for the fame reafon as the Hereticks juft now mentioned, 

but becaufé they communicated in the Morning at fuch Hours as 
no Body drank Wine, and were afraid that there Breath would 
difcover their being Chriftians, as appears by the Clofe of that 

Letter; and as the Learned Bithop of Oxford, who has given us 

avery good Edition of this Father, very well obfervd, Which 

Calixtus did not take motice of, when he faid it was under pre- 

tence of Temperance that thofe Chriftians did fo; Temperantie, 

 - oe ut | 
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ut videtur pretextu. This Letter oft. Cyprian is worth read- 
ing: For here we fee how Religious Obfervers of the Inftitution 
of Jefus Chrift the Fathers were at that Time, and how much 
they were perfuaded of the neceffity of communicating under 
the Species of Wine, the refufing of which they look’d upon as 
Robbery and Sacriledge. 

It was in the 4th Century that the Cuftom of carrying the Eu- 
charift into Houfes for fick Perfons and Children, and dipping 
the Bread in the Wine began, as they had already pra€tifed in 
regard to Serapion in the 3d Centary, Eu/eb. Hift. Ecc..lib. 6, 
cap. 44. But Pope Fuliws I. perceiving they intended to render 
that Pra€tice univerfal, which was tolerated only in favour of 
Infants and fick Perfons, mightily oppos’d it, as contrary to the 
Doétrine of the Gofpel and the Apoftles, who order’d ’em to 
take the Bread and Wine feparately, Ful. decret diftindl. 11, cum 


“Omne, Towards the end: of the fame Century, and the begin- 
ning of the 5th, there were Perfons who curtail’d the Sacra- 
ment of the Eucharift in another.manner, by taking the Wine. 
only in the Church, and carrying the Bread. to their Houfes, . 
This Practice was condemned as Sacriledge in the firft Council of : 
Toledo, held in 400, Can. 14, Si quis deceptam Euchayiftiam a 


Sacerdote nom fumpferit, velut Sacrilegus propellatur. And in 
plainer Terms in a Council of Scragoffa, held in the. following 
Century, Euchariftia gratiem fi, quis probatur acceptam- non cons. 
fumpfiffe in Ecclefia; Anathema fit-in perpetuam,. — ° 
In the 5th Century Pope Zo I. being willing to give a Token 
to difeern the Manichees, who intruded themfelves into the Af- 
femblies of- the-Faithful, among others gives us this, that they 
did only communicate under the Species of Wine: This Pope 
exhorts his Flock to fearch diligently after the Authors of fuch 
a Sacriledge, that they: maybe drove out of the Church and ex- 
permet eT The Paflage-is noted, Leo, Serm. 4. de Quadrag. 
IN 30, 20 ; 
Ar the end of the fame Century, Pope Gelafius fpeaking of 
certain People, who, by he-knew- not what Superftition did not 
communicate with Wine; order’d they fhould be depriv’d: of all. 
the Sacrament, if they would not take it whole, becaufe they 
cannot curtail it-without great Sacriledge. Gelaf.decret diffind 2... 
§ 7+ page 454+ Edit. Lipss 
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In the 7th Century, the.gd Council of Braga held in 675, tor. 
bid the ufe of Milk inthe Sacrament, and renew’d the Prohibi- 
tion of Fulius againft dipping the Bread in Wine. 

Caffander agrees, that till his Time the univerfal Church al-- 
ways communicated in both kinds, and that the Weftern Church; 
or, ashe fpeaks, the Roman Church had done it for above 1000 
Years. De adminiftratione Sacro Santti Sacramenti Euchariftia. 
Satis compertum eft Univerfalem Chrifti Ecclefiam in bunc ufque 
Diem, Occédentalem vere few Romanum mille amplius a Chrifto 
Annis, in Solemni prefertim©& Ordinaria, hujus Sacramenti dif- 
penfatione utramqne Panis & Vini fpeciem omnibus Chrifti Mem- 
bris. Ecclefie exbibuiffe. What Cajfander fays here. that they» 
Communicated ‘under the two kinds, chiefly in the Solemn and 
and Ordinary Communion, relates without doubt, to what the: 
fame Author fays in another place, that in the Abbey of C/uny, 
Founded in 920, they only gave the Novices Bread, becaufe of 
their incapacity. Cajfand. Art. 22. Maximil oblat Anno 1565. 
. apud Chemnit, Exam. Con, Trident p. 12. p. 32. This Praétice 

was permitted to other Churches, in favour of Sick Perfons, by - 
the 5th Council of Tours, held in 912. But we-muft obferve, 
_ that tho’ this fame practice is far from the Inftitugion of Fe/i 

Chrift,, it allow’d however, of the Neceflity of both kinds in the 
Sacrament. The Offering fays that Council, fhould be: Dy’d im- 
thé Blood of ‘fefws Chrift; that the Prieft may truly fay, That 
the Body and Blood of FefwsChrift, profit you to the remiffion 
of your Sins. What was granted only in favour of Sick: Perfons, 
by the Council of Tours, became more general in the 11th Cen- 
tury ; but without any Authority, and only from a Superititious 
— of fpilting the Blood ‘of 7¢/us Chriff, in pouring out the: 

ine. | 

At laft, to avoid this inconvenience; they began in the 13th 
Céntury, in fome places, to Communicate under one kind, but 
neither generally; nor without oppofition, as appears by the: 
Scholafticks- of that time; and among others, by d/exander 
Hailes, who -Fiourifhed in 1230. by Thomas Aquinas, in 1260. 
Chemnit ut fupra, aygePeter Defmaretis, alias Paludanas, who, 
in-the 14th Century, affirms it was then the Cuttom in fome 
Churches, to Communicate under both-kinds; but with fo. 
much Caution,-that they fpile nothing. Moft of thefe things 
are in the Learned Differtation of Ca/xtus, already quoted, but 


what follows are not there. - 7 
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By whats already faid, we are not to wonder at what the 
Famous Mr. Von dor Hardt, relates to’ us, in the 3 Vol. of his 
admirable Colleétion of the A&s and Monuments of the Council 
of Conftance, That in 1389.a Curate of Prague, Nam’d M, Mat- 
Phias, Preach’d publickly for the Communion in both Kinds, 
and likewife that he gave the Sacrament fo to the People of 
Prigue. On the contrary, “tis much more furprizing, that fince 
the Cuftom of Communicating under one kind was fo newly in- 
troduc'd,’ the Enterprize of Mazthias had not immediately a 
more happy Succefs. But be that how it will, the Clergy of 
Prague Silenced Matthias, and the bufinefS was no more heard 
of till the Council of Conftance, 

“Tis to this Council then, that the taking away of the Cup 
owes its Original, under pretence of an Article of the Faith, 
or at leaft, asa Law of the Church. °Tis therefore not unwor- 
thy the Curiofiry of the Publick, to hear from the A&ts of the 
Council, and from the Pietes wrote then on that Subject, what 
the Ilue of this Controverfy was. The Origine of which was 
as follows, 

Fames de Mife, alias Facobellus, or Fames of Streziebro, a 
Town in Bohemia, Curate of St. Michels Church at Prague, was 
a Man famous at that time for his Learning, Eluquence, and 


good Morals ; and a Zealous Follower of Fobn Hus anc Ferome 


of Prague. When thefe two were fore’d to go trom Prague to 
Conftance, Facobel was fo far from being difcourag’d by their ab- 
fence, that he introduced Communion in both Kinds, and 
to that end, publifh’d Thefes, which were publickly maintain’d 
at the Univerfity of Prague. Eneas Sylvius, !ubravins, and 
Picclomini, unanimoufly fay, that he was induc’d to this by 
fome Converfation he had with Peter de Mera, according to 
Dubravius, who makeshim Facobel’s Country-man, Dubrav. Hift. 
Robem, pag. 261. ot Peter of Drefden, according to Eneas Syl- 
vias, who fays that the faid Peter of Drefden, being driven out 
of Saxony, for the Herefy of the Vaudois, retired to Prague, 
where he taught Youth: /Exeas Sy/v. Hilt. Bobem, pag. 69. 
This no doubt, gave Mr. Varellas occafiom to fay, that Peter of 
Drefden, was Profeffor at Leip/ick, Vari Hf. de £L Herefie, 
de 7. Hus, &e. pag. 73. 

This gives an occafion to examine what fhare Fobu Hus had 
in the reftitution of the Cup at Prague, becaufe Authors don’t 
agree onit. It may be laid down as certain, that Alattbias was 

| the 
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the firft in this change at Prague, and that Peter of Drefden pur 
him uponit. That Facobe/ was the real Author of it, and not 
Fobn Hus, who does not feem to have meddled with this Article 
when he was at Prague. This is proved by the evidence of the 
two Authors juft now quoted. xeas Sylvius, who had no In- 
clination to {pare Fobn Hus, doesnot charge him with this pre- 
tended Innovation. Qa the contrary, after having related the 
Articles of the Faith of the Vexudois maintain’d, as he fuppofes, 
by Fobn Hus, He fays that then the Errour concerning the Sacra. 
ment in both kinds, which he calls a new Plague, was not yet 
come to Prague. Dubravius, alias Dubranski, who being in 
Bobemia, could not mifs being inform’d of the Faét, fays, it was 
in the Abfence of Fohn Hus, and Ferome of Prague, and while 
they were at Conftance, that the bufinefs of the Re-eftablifhing of 
_ the Cup was contriv’d, between Peter de Drefden, and Facobel. 
Dabrav. Hift, Bobem. Lib. 23. pag. 621, 622. Befides, when 
they carried to Conftance, the News of the Clamour occafioned 
by the Re-eftablifhing of the Cup at Prague, which Fobn Haus’s 
Enemies would have charg’d him with, the Nobles of Bohemiz 
wrote to the Councel to difcharge him of it ; and indeed it does 
not appear by the Aéts, that he underwent any Examination on 
that Head. {hn a Letter Fobn Hus wrote from his Prifon to his 
Bobemian Friends he had at Conftance, he {ays the Councel blotted 
out of his Accufation two Articles, as not being his; and Mr. 
- von der Hardt jultly conjeftures, that one of thofe Articles was 
that of the Communion under both kinds, Tom. 4. pag. 187. 
There Mr. Varillas has confounded the Faéts, and fays that Fob 
Hus and Facobellus. concerted together at Prague, to Preach 
againft withholding the Cup, Hi/f.de Wic. pag. -75. 76. which 
cannot be: For the News of the Preaching of Facobellus, did 
not come.to Conftance till the 14th of May, 1415. Joba Hus 
being there in Prifon.- “Tis true they might have conferr’d about 
it privately, before Fobn Hus left. Prague, but fince that does 
not appear either by Hiftory or A€ts; and that the contrary-can 
be prov’d, M. Varillas a€ts the part of a Conje€turer, and not 
ofan Hiftorian.. 2 | 

The leaft Mr. Vari//as could do, was to have quoted his Au- 
thor. - Dbravius fays exprefly,; ubi fupra, p. 620. That in the 
timeof Albius, A. B. of Prague, who Succeeded Shinko, undez 
whom Mr. Varil/as relates this bufinefs, no Body had yet men- 
tioned Communion in both Kinds. Nondum a quequam 

Men- - 


~~ 
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Mentione de Communione fub utraque fpecie. The fame Varillas 
afcribes alfo to the Do€trine of Communion in both Kinds, the 
Clandeftine Execution which he fays was Publick, of thofe Bo. 
hemians that were afterwards cry’d up, and honoured as Martyrs, 
Nay it is certain, that $acobellus had no hand in this Affair, 
and that this Execution did not happen on account of the Com 
munion in both kinds, but becaule Fobr Hus Preach’d againtt 
the Croifade that Pope Yoba 23. had publifh’d againit Lad-flaus, 
‘King of Naples. Dubrav, ubi fupra, pag. 618, 619. ‘In this. 
one paflage of Varillas, there are‘ almoft as many Faults as 
Words. M. de Ja Rogue has difcovered part of em, and I may 
-one day fays M. L’ Enfant, thew the reft , not as a Critick on 
things, which in themfelves aie of no great Importance, buton- 
ly for the Truth of Hiftory. An Hiftorian ought not to 
make a Syftem of Accidents according to -his own Fancy, but to 
produce them to the Publick, in the tame order and manner as 
they hapned. fi | 

Tis then certain, that it was not John Hus who introduc'd 
the Sacrament under both Kinds into Prague; he found nothing 
of that in the Books of Wichff, whofe Doétrine he chictly fol- 
lowed, but made it his chiet Bufinefs to preach againit the De- 
bauchery of the Court of Rome and the Clergy, and againft the 
Papal Tyranny, judging truly without doubt, that there he ought 
to begin to undeceive the World. However, we need not doubt his 
being of the fame Opinion with Facobe/, as to the Communion 
in both kinds, before he departed from Prague. For being at 
Conftance, he wrote before he was thrown into Prifon, a Trea- 
tife wherein he proves by the Scripture, and Fathers, that it was 
‘expedient to give the Cupto the People, as appears by the Title - 
of that Treatife; thus, De Sanguine Chrifti 2 Laicis fumendo 
Queftio Magiftri Johannis Hus, quam Conftantie, priufquam in 
Carterem congiceretur edidit, utrum expediat Laicis fidelibus fu- 
mere Sanguinem Chrifti fub fpecie Vini Videtur, qnod fic. Opera 
Huff. Tom.x. Tis true, that Mr. Von der Hardt, futpeéts this 
Title to be Falfe, becaufe it does not feem to agree with what he 
had faid before; that the reftoring of the Cup was the work 
of Facobellus, and not of Fobn Hus ; but it feems eafy to recon- 
‘eile thefe things, fays M. L’ Exfanr.  1ft. I fuppofe as the Truth 
is, That Fobx Hus did not Preach on the Communion in both kinds 
at Prague, fearing belike, to meet with the fame Oppofition as 
Matthias had done fome Years before, or ‘judging that the a8 
, cs «aie 
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nefs was not yet ripe: It appears plainly, that he had not ex. 
plain’d himfelf on this bufinefS at Prague, fince Foba de Ch/amn, 
one of his principal Patrons wrote to him, being both then ae 
Conftance, to ask his Opinion on that Matter, in Name of the 
Bobemians.. Add to this, that he came to Conffance with a 
Certificate of his Orthodoxy, from the Bifhop of Nazareth, 
Inquifitor of Bohemia. Von der Hardt, Tom. 4. pag. 289. 

2. Lfuppofe Foba Hus finding himfelf at Coxflance with 2 
ood Safeguard, and fuppofing that he had an intire liberty in 
the Council, he at firft wrote Memoirs on each Article ot his 
Faith; among which-we may reckon this Treatife de Sanguine 
Chriffi, wrote before his Imprifonment. He had time to do it; 
for he arrived at Conftance the 3d of November, and was not 
imprifon’d till the end of that Month; and being in Prifon at 
Gortleben near Conftance, he heard with Admiration and Joy the 
Succets of the preaching of Fucobel/as at Prague. He an{werd 
ohn de Chlam’s Letter in favour of Communion under both 
Kinds, Op Huff. Tom. 1. Ep:ff. 48. and fent it back with the 
Treatife he faid he wrote upon it at Conftance, and advisd him 
to. endeavour to obtain a Bull,.to permirc giving the Cup to thofe, 
at leaft, who defir’d ic. He wrote at the fame time to his 
Friends at Prague, to exhort them to encourage Fucobellus, and 
to a Prieft, to encourage him to give the Communion in both 
Kinds: From whence we muft conclude, that tho’ ‘fohz Hus did 
not preach at Prague on Communion in both Kinds; yer 
when he was at Cynftance, he mightily advanc’d that affair by 

his Letters and Writings, which were fent to Bobemiz, | 
After this Differtation I return tq Fucobellus. From the Uni- 
verfity he carried his Do€trine into his Parifh of Sc. Alzchee/, 
where he preached it publickly, and was feconded the Day after 
by one of his Colleagues, who preach’d the fame Dottrine, and 
actually gave it to the Peop'e in both Kinds. Facode/ was drove 
out of the Church of St. Michae/, and gladly receiv’d in that of 
St. Martin, where his Doftrine bad the Applaufé of the Peo- 
ple, the Magiftrares, che Llniverfity, and of allrhe City. fe 
was without doubr abour this time that he wrote his Treatile 
of Communion ‘in both Kinds under this Title, Demonftratio 
er Ve fiimonia Scriptura, Patrum 7 Dodto um Communicationent 
Caliers in Plebe Chriftiana effe necelfirtam. Mr, Von der Hardt 
publifh’d it from a Manofeript at Vienna, Tom. 3. Pat 22. In 
the mean while the Ecclefiaiticks profecutcd him. /acobellrs 
Te W.$ 
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was cited, and maintain’d his Do&trine before the Judges. He 
did not regard the Excommunication pronounced againft him, 
nor the Libels publiff’d againft his Do€rine, but preach’d on 
with Vigour. The Clergy of Prague. not being able to puta 
ftop to this Torrent, the Matter was brought before the Council 
the 14th of Alay 1415, by the Bifhop of Lathomil,-one of the 
Members of the Council, and one of the chief Accufers of abn 
Hus. Nor did he let that Opportunity flip to render Fobn Hus 
more odious, as being the Author of thefe Commotions at 
Prague, in order to haften his Punifhment, Von der Hardt, 
Tom. 3..Part 22. and Tom, 4. p. 288. 
The Matter being then examin’d by the Doétors of the Coun- 
cil in feveral Meetings, the Do€trine of Facobe//us was.condemn- 
ed in fix Conclufions,. which. were the ground of the followin 
zcree of the Council, as Mr. Von der Hardt has extrafted iv. 
out of the Manufcripts of Vienxa, Brunfwick, Leipfick and Go- 
tha. Tom. 4. p» 333. ‘ Whereas in fome Parts of the World 
© there are Perfons fo rafh and. prefumptuous as to affirm, that. 
© Chriftian People fhould take the Sacrament of the Eucharift 
‘ under the Species of Bread and Wine, and to give. it to the 
¢ Laity a&tually.in this manner; adding, that the People fhould 
© communicate after Supper, or at leatt not Fafting, againft the 
* Jaudable Cuftom of the Church reafonably authorized, which 
‘ thofe Perfons endeavour damnably to lay-afide as Sacrilege. 
‘ The Sacred General Council of Conflance being willing to take 
* care of the Safety of the Faithful againft .this Error, after 2. 
* mature Deliberation of feveral Do€tors in both Laws, declares, 
‘ difcerns, and defines, that tho’ Jefus Chrift -inftiruted the Holy 
* Sacrament after Supper, and that he adminiftred it to his Apo- 
“-ftles under the Species of Bread.and. Wine; notwithftanding 
* this, the laudable Authority of the Holy Canons, and the ape | 
*-prov'd Cuftom of the Church, has obferv’d, and does obferve, 
‘that this Sacrament ought not to. be adminiftred after Supper, 
“-and ought not to be received by the Faithful who.are not Falt- | 
* ing, except in cafe of Sicknefs, or fome other Cafe of great 
*-Neceflity, permitted and admitted by the Laws, .or by the 
‘Church: And as this Cuftom has been reafonably.introduc’d to 
‘-avoid fome Perils and Scandals, for the fame, or ftronger 
. Reafons,. they have introduc’d-and juftly. obfery’d, that the 
* Satrament is not to be taken in both Kinds, but by the Priefts, — 

; and only, undes the Species of Bread by the Laity; tho’ in the 
, | Primitive. 
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¢ Primitive Church the Faithful receiv’d it in both Kinds. As 
¢ we ought firmly to believe that all the Body and Blood of 
¢ Jefus Chrift is truly contained under the Species of Bread as 
¢ well as of Wine, this Cuftom being lawfully introduc’d by the 
¢ Church, and by the Holy Fathers, and obferv’d for-a very long 
¢ time, fhould be look’d upon as a Law, which it is not lawful 
$ for any Body to rejeét, or change according to his own Fancy, 
© without the Authority of the Church: Wherefore we ought 
¢ co look upon it as an Error, to fay that the Obfervation of that 
¢ Cuftom and Law is Sacrilege and unlawful; and thofe who 
§ obftinately maintain the contrary of what we have lately efta- 
¢ blift’d, fhould be purfu’d as Hereticks, and feverely punifh’d 
‘ by the’ Diocefans of the Places, or by their Officials, and by 
$ the Inquifitions in the Kingdoms or Provinces where they dare 
© to attempt any thing again{t this Decree, according to the 
© Canons and Laws eftablifh’d.in favour of the Church againft 
© Hereticks and their Abettors. 

This is follow’d by another, which orders, on pain of Excom- 
munication, all Patriarchs, Primates, Archbifhops, Bifhops and 
their Suffragans, to purfue and punifh whofoever fhall admini- 
{ter to the People under both Kinds, or teach that ic fhould be 
done, and to implore the Affiltance of the Secular Arm againtt 
“tem, if occafion be, | 

Since tis this Decree, which hitherto has béen held as a Law 
on this Head, in the Roman Charch, ’tis neceffary to make fome 
Refle€tions upon it, fays M./’Exfant, ft. Had I been a Mem- 
ber of that Council, how much foever I had been perfuaded in 
other refpeéts of the neceflity of with-holding the-€up, I fhould 
have usd my utmoft Endeavours to prevent the publifhing a 
Decree fo ill drawn up, tho’ it appears to have been well con- 
“certed, Secondly, we cannot perceive the force of the Councils 
Reafons for prohibiting Communion after Supper or after Eat- 
‘ing. They -alledge there were People who communicated after 
Supper, or after Eating, and who taught the neceflity of doing 
it thus: However, there appears no fign of any fuch Pra€tice in 
the Aéts of the Council, or in the Hiftory of thofe Times. The 
Bifhop of Luthomi/z made no mention of them when he related 
to the Council the-noile occafioned by the preaching of: Facodel. 
But further, Fecobe/, in his Anfwer to the fix Concufions of the 
Divines of Conftance, fays exprefly, that ‘cis falfe that any Body 


aught the neceffity of communicating after Supper, or alter 
¥t2 waving 
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having eaten; nor was there any who praétis’d thus, except in 
cafe ot Necefliry, in which cafe the. Divines of Conffance them. 
felves had allow’d it. Quod utique conftat falfum, cum -nullus 
repertus effe conflat bujufmedi, qut fic. dogmatizaffer five prallin 
coffet poft Cenem, neceffitate excluja, quam per fe excipiunt dif; 
condemnatores. in alk appearance the Council was willing to 
make an Advantage of any. falfe Reports {pread abroad; thae 
therg.were. fome at. Prugue who communicated after Supper, 
that.they might put the Innovation-of communicating Fafting, 
and. that.of communicating in one Species in a Parallel, and ju- 
ftify..the. one by. the other; but the Council endeavour’d 
in. vaia..to include thefe two Condemnations in one. There is 
no Body who-does not eafily perceive very confiderable Differences 
between the Cuftom of communicating Fafting, or in the Morn- 
ing, and that of not communicating but in one Species, whether 
it be inaclation to the Effence of the Sacrament, or in relation 
to the Inconveniencies to be dreaded from the one and the other 
Praftice. 1 leave the obferving of thefe Differences to the Dif. 
putants, as Fucobel does in thefe Terms, Sz dixiffer Chriftus 
nif poft cibos altos boc feceritis, vel boc fucite poft alios cibos neo 
mo etiam Apoftolorum bunc morem. mntaffet. Von der Hardt, 
‘Fom. 3. p. §95, 596. But I fhall apply my felt only to one 
which is Hiltorical, wz, That Jefus Chrift could not appoint 
the Eucharilt ; but. after eating, id cfe, after having eat 
the Paflover, becaufe, he would plainly make. the Euchariit 
jucceed. the Paflover of the. Jews: But afterwards they had a 
power to change this Cuftom, which tney did, without doubt, 
on account of the Abufes obferved- by-St. Paul, 1 Cor. 11. 20, 
21, 22. It was indificrent, with relation tothe Sacrament ot 
the kuchariff, to Communicate before or atrer Eating, provided 
it was after aSoberand Brotherly,Meal - Buc becaufe of the 
Inconveniences oblerved. before, antPot the Corruption of Morals 
which creep’d'in, they ina little time juftly preterr’d the prefent 
practice before tue other. Theretore the Council-argues meanly, 
when they fay,. that.if the: Church could. change the Hour of 
the Sacrament, fhe could. with ftrenger Reafon, mujori rations, 
withold the Cup; fince there’s no Body who dos not eafily pet 
_ ceive the diffsrence in thefe two.cafes, 

3..1 don’t fee bow. the Council could fay that it is a very long 
time, Drurifime, fince the Cuttom of €ommunicating only 
ander one Specics was introduced: Can they cali 50-or 60 Years 
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at moft, a very long time fince that Cuftom was introduc’d ; 
And that not generally neither, efpecially, it they compare this 
Term to Thirteen whole Centuries, during which, the Church 
fad: always Communicated under both kinds? Had the Council 
apply’d their long time to the cuftom of Communicating Falling, 
they had not offended ; as they do here againft the Truth of 
Hiftory, fince the Council of Carthyge, in 419. ordered the Peo- 
ple to Communicate Fafting. 

We cannot comprehend how the Doétors of the Council 
fhould have been fo much wanting in Reafon and aTurn to op- 
pofe a Laudable cuftom, to the Inftitution and exprefs Com- 
mandment of Fe/us Chrift, in fo grofsa manner; to call a Praét- 
ice conformable to this Inftitution an Error, and’to treat thofe 
as Hereticks, who would keep up to it. 

On this Declaration of the Council, we may very well, and 
without the Councils being abie- to difprove it, define an He- 
retick co be a Man who conftantly: maintains an- Inftitution 
and a Commandment of Fefus Chrift, againtt a cuftom of the 
Roman Church. Therefore Facobellas,.cal’d the Divines of 
Conftance, Dotlores confuetudinarios, i, e. Cuftomary Do€tors, 
or Doétors of the Cuftom. 

Facobelias defended his Do&trine by feveral Treatifes, which 
Mr. Von der Hirdt hag taken trom Mauufcripis in divers Li- 
brarys of Germany, and publifh’d with feveral pieces which ap- 
peard at that time againlt Facobellus. Since thofe Pieces were 
never publifird before, and that by confequence they are New, 
good Extraéts ought to be made of them; and fo much the 
more, becauie there are feveral parriculars in them, which dif 
cover thé Cultoms and Genius of thar Century. 

_ We may eafiiy imigine, that a Decree fo ‘I! founded, did: 
not put a fiop to the progrefs of Communion under both Kinds, 
at Prague. Onthe contrary, thofe of Bobemia mide ufe of it 
for the Poundetion of the Conftffion of Faith, they made in- 
1417. wherein they exprefs themfelves thus : Preferiim cum, ©, 
wt Duitur prefens Conftantienfe, Conctivm pretitam fermam 
Communionis fab utrague fpecte afferat, fuiff? a Chrif 0 Inftiu an 
€F Miniftratam, &: fic in Primiutiwva Evclefir, diatiffime & Catbo- 
lice pratticatam. Von der Hardt, Tom. 3. pag. 163. 

‘Twas this Confeffion of Faith, which produced by order of 
the Council, the Treacife of Foba Gerfon, and that of Maurice, 


Profeilor of Divinity ar Prague ; the lgtter was not Pablifh he. 
SOs 
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fore Mr; Von der Hardt took it out of two Manufctipts, one 
at Vienna, and the other at Berdiz, As to that of Gerfon, tis 
fhort, and writin haft, raprim, as he fays himiclf, but metho- 
dical enough. Ger. Op. Tom. 1. Sub. fin. Edit. 1488. «It confifts 
of 10 Speculative, and 10 Praftical-Rules, which he fays, are 
equivalent to the Two-Pence, which the “Samaritan gave to take 
care of the poor Few that wasleft tor Dead, between Feru/alem 
and Jericho. The 10 Speculative Rules, maintain the Holy 
Scripture well underftoad, to be the Rule of Faith, againtt 
all Cuftoms, and contrary Conftitutions ; and contain Maxims 
for right underftanding the Scripture. Thefe Maxims are very 
_geafonable, and.Gerfon being a Man in Authority, they deferve 
fome Remarks ; and are capable of furnifhing matter tor.a Dif- 
courfe, which might be profitable 80 the Publick. [ don’t be. 
lieve fays M. L’ Enfant, that Facobellus: could find much to fay 
againft thefe Speculative-Rules, which are, at leaft, as much 
for him as again{t him. except in the clofe of the latter, which 
advifes rather to imploy’Penal Laws, than Arguments, againft 
thofe who give the Scripture an ‘ill Senfe, contrary to the 
Univerfal Church, and the pra€tice of the: Faithful. °Tis true, 
that Facobellus, and the Huffres, might eafily retort-that Rule 
again{t the Council, fince the retrenching of the Cup is plain- 
ly contrary to the Scripture, and the Praétice ef the Univerfal 
‘Church. ;Gerfon continues in the fame Tone, in the firft of his 
practical Rules, and-fays the Council will do better to imploy 
the Secular Arm, -than Arguments againft=People, who had al- 
ready chofentheir Party. .Calixtws, who quoted this Paflage of 
Gerfon, juttly obferves, that the Do€tor had forgot his ufual 
Moderation-here, which may well be fupported by the following 
RefleGtions, 

_ The Bloody Vifton of the Se&t of the:Flage//ants, who fubftitu- 
ted their Whippings in place of the Sacraments of the-Chriftian 
Church, had made a great Noife for a long timé. This ‘bufinefs 
was laid before the Council of Conffance, who concern’d theme 
felves much lefs in putting a ftop to this Fury, than in fuppref- 
fing Communion in both kinds. Yobu-Gerfou prefented to the 
Council a Writing on the Se&t of the Flagel/ants, under the Title 
of Advice, Von der Hardt, Tom. 3. pag. 99. where he fays, 
they muft proceed with much mildnefs and precaution, for fear 
of plucking ep the good Grain with the Tares. This Advice 
was followed by the Council : But fhould not Gerfon have given 
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the like Advice to the Coumii, onthe account of Fibs Hus, 
Ferome ot Prague, Facobellus, and the Huffiies, whole Do&trine 
was lefs oppofite to the Roman Religion in particular, and the 
Chriftian R<ligion ingeneral, thanthat of the Flugel/ants, as we 
may perhaps {hew-on another occafion ? This is only to illuftrate 
oe ~ L’ Enfant, what George Calixtus has infinuated. in one 

ord. | 

I have but one Refle&tion more fays he, to make on the Wri- 
ings of Gerfon, about Communion in both kinds. In the 
practical Rule he fays, that to perfwade the Bobemians they 
don’t act againft them by Hatred and Paffion, the Council 
ought to ufe the fame Severity againft all Errors, without ex- 
ception of Perfons and Nations ; that they might.have.no ground 
to fay, that they favour’d and protected People whorentertain’d 
more dangerous-Principles than their own. In-order to underftand 
this, you muft obferve, that ’tis a very fhirp,- tho’ an indireét 
reproach. by Gerfon upon the Council, for having fpar'd the 
Dottrine of Frier. Foba Petst,, who maintain’d, and publickly 
juftifrd the Affaflination of the Duke of Orleans, committed in 
1407. by order of the Duke of Bxrgundy. Gerfon complains 
bitterly in ancther place, of this partiaiity, which he callsimpu- 
dent, but.’ris not the Subject he handles here. 

Tis not my bufinefS fays M. L’ Enfanr, to-repsefent the 
Btoody .Tragedys, of which Bobemia was the Theatre, and of 
which the Reftoring of the Cup was the Subjett, or at leaft the 
occafion. .In the mean time, Fucdbellus Died peaceably at 
Prague, in 1429.. and this Epitaph was put upon his Tomb, 
14.29 In-Vigilia Lasventiy -Mortuas eft venerabitis Vir Jacobus 
deMifa, Magifter in Artibus, & Santte Theologia Baccalaureus: 
formatus, profundus Interpres Scripturarum, & Digne Comuneni- 
onss pracipuus Promotor. 1. e. Berelyes ames ot: Mifa,.a pro- 
found Interpreter of the Scriptures, and chief Promoter of the: 
Tree Communion. We may fee in George Calixtus’s diflertatian, 
what paffed in the Councils of Baffle and Trenr, about Commuion 
in both kinds... 


ficba- 
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Michaelis Bernhardi Valentini, Medici & Philefophi Giffeni, Ar. 
-mamentarum Nature fyflematicum, feu Introduttio ad Philofo- 
phiam Modernorum nataralem, per formam Inftitutionam, A pho. 
riftice olimtradita, nunc vero perpetuo Commentario & fig. aneis 
illuftrata, Accedit Hiftorta Litteraria §. Rs J, Academia Nature 
Curioforum, Antebac feorfam continuéata, nunc primumconjunttim 
edita, Giffe-Hafforum. i. ¢.° Treature of Nature, or'an Introduéti- 
on ro the Philofophy of the Moderns. * By 4zchae/ Ber nbardi 
Valentini; Do&tor of Phyfick, and Profefior of Philofophy at 

> Giefen. To which is added, the Hi/foria Literaria of the Gere 
man Academy -of thofe* that enquire into the Curiofities of 
Nature. At sy we in’ 40. The Introduétion ro the Phi- 
‘lofophy of the’ Moderns, containing p. 176. the [diftoria Li- 
‘feraria of the Academy of the Curious 152. Our Author has 
added at the end of this Volume, the Natural Hiftory of Hefe, 
‘which contains: 38 Pages. 


ier Introdu&tion to the Philofophy of the Moderns is an a- 
‘A = bridgment of curious and methodical Philofophy, wherein 
we have.an ordérly account of the féveral Opinions of Philofo- 
phers concerning the Knowledge of Nature. The Book is divided 
into.2 parts. The fift contains, Philofophy in general, and the 
Second in particular. In the Firft we have the origine and pro- 
grefs of Natural Philofophy, with an account of Nature and na- 
tural Principles. What tne Effential Form of Bodies is, and 
what we are to underftand by Motion, Place and Vuccuum , 
wherein thefe manifeft Qualities of Bodies confift, which the 
Antients called Firft Qualities, as Cold and Heat, Moiftnefs and 
Drinefs, SweetnefS and Shatpnefs, Hardnefs and SoftnefS, Hea- 
-Vinefs and Lightnefs, Savour, and want of Savour, €c, What 
the hid or occult Qualities of Bodies are, as the Load{tones draw- 
ing of fron, the Seas Ebbing and Flowing, the Spring in Budies 
to repulfe whar refills them: And of a Medicines producing fuch 
and fuch Efteéts, | Our 
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Our Authot explains in his particular Ph'lofophy, the Syitem 


of the Wor:d, the Elements of mix'd Bodies, the Nature of 


Ceeleftial Bodies, Air, Wiad, Fire, and its Meteors; Water 
and its Metcors ; and the Earth with its Foffils, Plants, Trees, 
and Animals, He inquires into the Nature of Brutes, and inro 
that of Man, and his Conftitution; and what we are to under- 
ftand by the Sanguine, Cholerick, Phlegmatick, and Melancholy 
Conftitutions ; which, according to him, confilt.in the different 
mixture of the Particles of the Blood ; and more particularly that 
the Sanguin, proceeds from this, thar the Nourifhing Juice con- 
taind in-the Blood, abounds with Volatile Oily Silts: The 
Cholerick on the contrary, proceeds from the predominancy of 
fharp Volatile Salt ; The Phlegmatick is occafioned by the ciude 
Particles of the Chyle ; and Melancholy, by a fuperfluity of 
fix’d Earthy Lumps, one more acid than another, which abound 
in the Mafs of Blood. He comes next to confider the Soul of 
Man, and fays’tis a finite Subftance, which thinks,and is contain’d 
ina Body. WH2 obferves with the Moderns, that the firft Idea 
we have of the Soul of Man is Thought, as the firft we have 
of Matter is Extenfion, He explains atterwards, according to 
the Cartefian Principles, the Connexion between the Sovl and 
the Body ; then he comes to the Operations of the Soul,v’z. the 
Underftanding and Will, with which he finifhes this Work. 

The Hiftoria Literaria, of thofe that inquire into the. Curiofi- 
ties of Nature, which M. Valentini has added to this Work, 
confifts of Extraéts, which the Learn’'d Men of that famous 
Academy, have writ on Minerals, Vegetables, and Animals. 
As to Minerals, the Treatife of Ebrenfrid Agendornius on Ca/hoo ; 


that of Laurence -Baufch, on the Foffile Unicorn; thofe of 


Balthazard Mezger, and Fames Hartman, on the Nature and 
Origine of Amber, are the firlt. We have rext an Abridgment 
of what the fame Laurence Baufch, publifl’d on the: Eagle- 
Stone, the Blood-Stone, the Chryfocole ; and in the laft pluce, 
what feveral other Authors have writ on Vermillion, Coral, &c, 
The Vegetable Reign begins here-with the Treatife of Fuba 
Michel Tebrizs, on Wormwood; of Philip Fames Subfius de 
Lewexhaimb on the Vine ; of Chriffopber Peter, on the Cardaus 
Beneditius , of Samuel Ledelizs, on little Centory ; of Gvorge 
Volcamer, on Chocolat ; of Fames Wepfer, on Water-Hemlock 5 
of Henry Mollenbrothizs, on Cochlearia, or Scurvy-grals 5 of 
Ferdinand Hertodt on Sattron; of  s daailaae on Sweet-Bries 2 
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x Chriftian Francis Pauliini on Jalap ; of Benjamin Scharfus, ow 
Juniper-Berries ; of Marhias Tilinguis, on the Lilly ; of Francis 
Paullint on Nutmegs’, of George Wolfgang Wedelus, on Opium , 
of George Volcamer, on the Balfam Tree , of Auguftin. Huner 
Wo'ff, on Peony ; of Sobn Charles Rofembergius, on the Rofe; 
ot Chriftizn Francis Paullint, on Sage ; of Fobx Michel Tebrius, 
on Vipers-Grafs 5 of Fobn Matthew Fabri, on the Solanum Furi. 
ofum, or Nightfhade ; and.the way -to cure its Poifon: ot Fobn . 
Francus on the Trifelium Eibrinum, and Fluellin ; and laftly, 
of Samuel Gottbilf Manitius, on the Zedoire. We have.in the 
Extraéts, that M.-Val/entizt has made ot all thefe Treatifes a 
faithtul Account of the moft Curious things they contain.. Such 
as have not time to read thefe Works, may have-here a fufficicent 
Idea of them: For inftance, we fhall relate what he fays of. 
Gecrge Volcimer’s Treatife on Chocolat, which contains four 
Chapters. Inthe firft, our Author coniiders what ‘tis made of, 
viz, the Cocao Nut, He obferves, that ’tis very like the Pittacho- 
Nut, of which there are two forts, a little onc, inclining toa 
Violet and red colour, and the other bigger, whictr inclines:to | 
white. The Tree on which it grows, refembles the. Linden | 
Tree, “as Nzeremberg writes; who adds, that formerly this. 
Fruit was made ufe for Money in the Country where it grows, 
The quality M. Volcamer afcribes to Cacao, is, that ’tis cold. 
and dty 3. yet fays he, when. *tis mixed with hot Drugs, as. 
Vanillas, Fennel, Cinamon, Cardamoms, €7c. it lofés much of. 
its coldnefs. 

In the fecond Chapter he-confiders the Quality of the compo- 
fition in it felf, and finds that Chocolat is neither hot nor-cold,. 
bur temperate, the.reafon he. gives for jit,:-is, that the heat of 
the Spices that aie .mix'd. with the Chocolat, temper thecold of . 
€acao, and’ the cold of. the Cacao, tempers the heat of the 
Spices : But fince there muft be time for the contrary: Qualities 
of thefe Drugs, to temper one another, he concludes that Chocos. 
jat cannot be good till a. Month after ’tis made. 

In the third Chapter, he fhows how. it muft be prepared ; and 
in the fourth, at what time, and in. what quantity it muft be 
taken... M. Vo/eamer would not have. the Cup to-contain above 
‘§:or 6 Ounces ; andthe. beft time of taking. it, he. alledges to 
be.in the Morning fafting.. He. demands: why Chocolat fattens 
all-the Drugs.that compofe it, except the Cocao, being warm 
vad dry. and. anfwers that this Virtue is intirely owing to 
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the Cacao, whofe foft and Oily parts, temper the Acidity of the 
Humours. : 

We have here alfo on the Mineral Reign; the Extracts of 
feveral curious Treatifes. The Natural Hiltory of the AfS, by 
M. Pawllini ; and his Treatifes of the Eel andToad, with the Dif- 
fertation of Ferome Velfchius on Wild Goats, begin the Article. 

‘Next comes the Treatife of Fobn Daniel Gejer, on Medicines 
extracted from Spané/h Flies, Gloffopetra and Dittany: The 
Defcription of Caffor by Foba Marius: That of a Dog by 
Francis Paxllini, of a Hare and Wolf by the fame Author; and 
that of the Hart: by Andrew Graba. The Treatife of Fames 
Sachfius of Lewenhaimb, Entituled Gammarologia, or of Lobfters; 
Differtations on Earth-Worms, and the Mole by Fraacis Pazl- 
lini ; the Hiftory of Mufck, by Luke Schrockius ; Salamandro- 
Jogia, by ‘fobu Wurffbainius , and in the laft place the Treatife 
of an Egg, by Chriffien Frederick Garmannus. 

The Natural Hittory of Heffe, begins with the Soil of the 
Country, its Mountains and Valleys; then he comes to the 
Quality of the Winds and Waters. He confiders their Foffils 
and Vegetables, and concludes with their Animals, but we can- 
hot infift upon them. 7 





Vs. Fiiftoris 
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Hifferia Rerum Germanicarum fub tribus Imperatoribus Romano 
Germanicis, Ottone 1, magno, Ottone \l. & Oitone Il. gefta- 
rei, in qua multa Germanorum p: aclara fatla ab interttu via- 
dicantur, €F diftintle explicantur, ex Monumentis Antiquis, & 
MSS: fide dignis accurate concinnata, a Fob. Philippo aVorburg, 
incomparabil: Hiftorie’ Germanice Scriptore, prapofito Menaftes 
vii Grandis vallis, €F Confiliario Moguntino & Herbipolenfi, 
Kc. que ballenus quodam fato latuit, & nondum diffratta fuit, 
nunc vero ex multorum defiderits ob fingularem ejus utilitatem 
in cognofcenda H.ftoria Patria, bons publico, primum in lucem 
é tenebris protralla a Friderico Knochio Bibliop. Francof. i.e. The 
Hiftory ot the Affairs of Germazy in the Reign of Ozho I. fur- 
nam’d the Great, OsboIl. and Orho III. writ by Fobn Phihp 
of Vorburg, and publifh’d by Frederick Kxoch Bookfeller.. At 
Franckfort am Mein, 1709. in Fol. p. 170. 





R. Kaech informs us in the Preface, that M. de Vorburg, 

B vhom he calls the incomparable Hiftoriographer, having 
Apent all his Life in writing the Hiftory of Germany, finiflYd 
hs Labours with this Book. This Hiftorian wrote not only 12 
Volumes ia Folio, but alfo caus’d them to be printed at his own 
Charge. After his Death his Heirs did not much value this great 
Treafure: They kept the Copies in dark Places, which they hir'd 
on purpofe, and. left them expos’d to Moifture and Rortennef. 
At the end of 60 Years, the Mafters of the Houfe thought they 
might difpofe of thofe Papers, and. fold the greateft part of. 
them toall forts of Merchants, Fews and Chriffians. The noife 
of this unworthy pra€tice coming to the Ears of Mr. Kuaoch, he 
went to the place to fee if he could fave the remains of thofe 
Papers, but the Storehoufe was almoft empity’d; only in one 
place, there.was left a certain quantity of Papers confounded to- 
ge. her, without Order ; among which was the Hiftory of the 
whee Ose’s ; and fiace this Piece, tho’ {eparate from the reft of 
the 
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the Work, of which ir was only a part, is valuable, the Book. 
feller thought he might publifh ir. | 

If it docs not affurd us new Matter, yet it fhews us M: de 
Virburg’s method, and his Zeal for the Glory of his Country. 
The Woik is divided into Years. He begins at the 36ch of the 
rothCentury, and finifhes at the third of the rrth. He had 
read all the other Annalifts, and {penta great deal of time in re- 
conciling or refuting them, which often interrupts the Thread 
ofshis Hiftory, and makes ic not fo pleafant. Nodoubrt, bur 
Hiftorians ought to enter into fuch Difcuffions,. that they may 
be able to chufe what is Right; but they fhould content them- 
felves with communicating to their Readers, the Fruit of their 
Enquiries, without fatigueing them by their Tedioufnefs. 

>Fwoud not be juft however, to reckon among thefe fatigue- 
ing Epifodes, the little Apologies our Hiftorian makes in favour 
of Perions of Note, whom Miulicious, or ill informed Authors, 
have made Criminal. Some Writers for inftance, have advanced, 
_ that Harto, A.B. of Mentz, Burnt a great many poor People 
who bege’d Relief from him, Alive in aBarn; and that he died 
himfeit after a ftrange:manner, by the Juft Judgment of God; 
That while thofe Miferable. People cryed in the midit of the 
Flames, the Prelate who look’d upon them, fell a Laughing ; 
faying, Thry.were fo mary: Rats, of which be would rid bimfelf : 
And the Rats became his Punifhment, according to thofe Au- 
thors; for he was attack’d by an infinite Number cf thofe 
Animals, who purfu’d him with fo much Obftinacy, that nothing 
could fave him from their Fury. The Rbixe with all its Water, 
did notdefend him:- Fhey fhewdtill in the middle of that River, 
between Bingen and Ridefleim, a Tower whither they fay, the 
Rats did Swim, to devour Cruel Hetto.. M. Vorburg oblerves, 
thar Antient Hiftorians, who. have wrote of the Death of Hatzo, 
make no mention of foftrange an Event. What reafon fhould 
oblige them to {pare Harro {ays he, who difcover fo freely the 
Faulis of his Cotemporarics, and make no difficulty of handing 
it.downt0 Pofterity, as that the Bifhop 5. Brazo was too mueh 
addi@ed to .Worldly. Affairs, and efpecially for. War; and 
blame S$, Udalric,‘for his too much Indulgence to A/daberon his 
Nephew ? 

Sigoxius relates, that Orho II]. caus’d his Wife Maury of Arra- 
gow, to be Burnt alive; becaufe fhe accusd a Man falfly of 


endeavouring 10 Debauch her, O¢@avius Strada, ard a 
oths:s 
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others add, that this Envpre{s was fo much given to Lewdnefg. 
that {he had a Young Man drefs’d in Womens Cloths to atten 
her: But our Author refutes thisStory, by the circumftances 
join’d to it, that cannot agree with the Truth; and by the Silence 
of Dietmarus, Lembert, Harman, Sigebert, and other Antient 
Hiftorians upon this Subje&t, and -by a ftronger-Reafon than 
" thefe, which is, that Osho III. was never Married, nor’ is this 
Affertion improbable. That Prince did in.994, or 995. demand 
Helena Princefs of Coxftantinople, but wasretusd, and Ulodimir 
King of Ruffa, preters’d before him. | 
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Celi Aureliani Stecenfis, Medici Vetufti fe@a Methodici, de 
Morbis acutis & Chroxtcis Libri Vill, foli ex omnium Metho- - 
dicorum feriptis fuperftites. Fo. Conradus-Amman, M. D. rea 
cenfuit §F enucleavit, -notulafque adjecit. « Accedunt feorfim 
Theod. Fanfs. ab Almeloveen in Calum Aurclhanum Note 
Animadverfiones, tam propri, quam quas ex Dottor, Viror 
Lucubrationibus bine inde collegit ; ut €9 ejufdem Lexicon Cali- 
anum, cum Ind:cibus locupletiffimis, « Amftelodami. i.e. The 
8 Books of Ca/jzs Aurelianas,- of the Se& of the Metho- 
difts, concerning Acute and Chronical Difeafes, being the only 
Remains of the Writings of thofe Methodifts, with Notes, 
Fc. At Amflerdam 1709, 4t0, p.728. 





T HE Books of Celivs Aurelianus concerning acute and chro: 
A nical Difeafes, contain fuch a perfe& and natural-Hiftory 
of Difeafes, that there’s fearce any thing more exaét or inftru- 
ive on that Subje&. This Book that can’t be too much valu’d 
is neverthelefs known to few Phyficians, or rather has almott 
lain conceal’a till this Time. Roxil/e made an Edition of it in 
1567 at Lyons; but fince that time no Phyfician or Book feller has - 
been at the Pains to reprint it. This Edition is according to sa 
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of Rouille as the moft exatt. The Editor confulted likewife 
that of Co/iner, and of Henry Peter, which the famous Fax/on 
of Almeloveen was pleas'd to communicate to him, and he has 
added the Notes upon Awre/ius, as he found ’em in all thofe 
Editions. Some afcribe thefe Notes to Dalechamp; but fince 
they are riot all of a piece, others think they were made by dif- 
ferent Authors.. Some of ’em are learned and judicious, and 
others fcarce good Senfe. As to the Work. of Aurelianus, the 
Publifher gives-.us it here intire, and in its full Perfe€tion, as far 
,as the light he had from:the Editions he confulted could enable 
him to make it fo. | 

Celius Aurelianus, called by fome Lucius Celius Arianus, was 
born at Sicca, in the Heart of Numidia: His Style is mafculine, 


witty and folid, and in all his Refl.€tions upon the. Errors of 


the Ancients he difcovers a great deal of Judgment... ’Tis not 
exaftly known at what time he liv’ds -but tis the common Opi- 
nion that he was before Ga/en: The reafon is, that if he had 
liv’d in Gu/en’s time, or after, he would certainly have quoted 
him; for he mentions feveral other Phyficians of - lefS Note, 
tho’ he-makes no mention of him. | But fince he fpeaks of The- 
mifoand Afelepiades, who liv’d in the time of the Roman Em- 
erors; fome think that he either liv’d. before Gale. or if he 
ivd in his -Time, he did not know him. Ce/iws Aurelianus dif- 
covers in his Books a profound Knowledge of the Phyficians of 


all Se&ts,. and were it not for him we fhould not have known. - 


the Opinions of a great many of the Authors that he quotes. 
Of. alt the Dogmatical Phyficians, he efteems Soranzs moft, as 
may be feen in the Preface to his Treatife of Chronic:l Difeafes, 
where he declares that he follows that Phyticians Method in 
treating of the fame Subje&t. When we read Awrelins’s Books, 
we.cannot but complain of the Injury of the Times that has de- 
priv’d us of fo many of the Works of that excellent’ Author; 
and among others of his Treatife of the Dileafes of Women, 
and of the Medicines whieh he prefcribes himfelf. 

The proper Charatter of Cr/ius is to defcribe a Difeafe from 
the beginning to-che end, and to fet it forty in fo lively Colours, 
that one can’t miftake it: He likcwife feats down exafly all rhe 
Circumftances of the Cure.. Nothing can equal his Care in ob- 
ferving the very leaft-Conveniencies that may tend to the ad- 
vantage of his Patients, and procure every thing that may contri- 
bure.co their Cure. We.may juftly fay that he.is almoft. inimi- 
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table an this Subje&t. His care to do nothing that is dangerous 
for his Patientis fo great, that he may rather be blam’d for his 
-éxcefS on the other fide. This was the common Fault of the 
Methodifts; fo that they never made -ufe of any violent Medi- 
cine. +: 

The Name of Methodifts was. given them, becaufe they made 
the Science of Phyfick to confift in reducing to a Method all the 
Difeafes of human Bodies under certain Heads, according to the 
Analogy obferv’d: betwixt one and another, both with relation to 
their Nature, and the Medicines proper for em; fo thar Phy- 
fick, according to them, was not only the Art of difcovering 
what Difeafes had in common,’ but to do it. in a certain and 
evident manner: Thetefore they avoided the Definition of ’em 
as much as they.could, and chofe rather to defcribe them. But ' 
tho’ they negleéted not Anatomy, they thought that when any 
part of the Body was fick, or out of order, they did not think 
it neceflary {crupulovfly to confider that Part, but that the beft 
way of Cure was to take care of the whole Body in general, yet 
‘with:a regard to the affe€ted Part. . | 
As to the immediate Caufes of Difeafes, they confefs’d in- 
genuoufly that they did not know them. They took no\heed 
almoft to the Spirits and Humours, but refer’d all -Difeafes to the 
Contraftion or Relaxation of the Fibres of the folid Paris. Ac. 
cording to this Principle, they divided Difeafes into the two 
Kinds, wiz. of Contraftion and Relaxation; yet they thought it 
might happen, that one Part might be contra€ted, and another 
relax’d, at one and the fame time; as for Inftance, whena 
Phrenzy is accompanied with a Diarrhoea. This Syftem which 
lay buried for a long time-begins to revive more than ever, and 
a great many Modern Authors have undertook to defend it, tho’ 
all of °em did not underttand it. 

The Methodifts only made ufe of general Medicines, believ'’d 
nothing of Speciticks, and Awrelianus mocks thofe who give 
Credit to them. The firft Care of thofe Phyficians was to pre- 
feribe what was fit for external ‘Things, according to Hippocra- 
tes’s Maxim in the firft of his Aphoriims; vez. They deter- 
min’d concerning the Difpofition and Situation of. the Chamber 
where the Patient is to be, the way how they ought to l'e, and 
the quality of the Air they ought to have. In the next Place they 
confider’d their Focd, if the Patient ftocd in-need ot a Kegimen. 
They obferv’d carefully which way Nature inclin’d; and if od 
aw 
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‘faw'there was need of any operatin, Medicines, they feldom 
«made ufe of them till the 4th day ; they expe€tsd in that time, 
thar the Crudities of the firtt Pafliges would be a little Corre&ted, 
and they aflitted their Conco€tion, by leflening the Diet, by 
FriGtions, Fermentations,, Ointments, &c. Then they preicribed 
Letting: of Blood, if-ic- were neceflary, and applied Blifter. 
Plaifters almoft to all the parts of the Body fucceflively. Taefe 
Plaifters were fometimes dry, fometimes made with Scarifici- 
tions, and fometimes with Leeches. The gzneral Medicines 
they made ufe of-to Corre&. the too great Contra€tion of the 
Fibres) .were to  putithe Patient in a warm and clear Air, to 
take care that he lay foft, that he often wafhed his Mouth with 
warm Water, or Sweet Oil; and to make him Faft and Watch, 
to apply. Emollient Poultices, to Bath him, to give him Giifters, 
to purge “em-by Vomitives ; but efpecially to oblige him to cer- 
tain-Exercifes ofthe Body. Inthe firft Chapter of the fecoad 
Book, we have-an account of Chrunical Difeafes, ani whit 


thofe Exercifes were, 


As to Medicines proper to contra& the Fibres, wheo they 
thought them too much relix’d, they efteem’d none to b2 more 
effe€tual, than to carry *em to a cold and dark Air, to make 
‘em lye hard, to wafh their Mouth with Vinegar and Water 
mix’d together ; to make Compotitions of the Juices of Plantane, 
Purflain, Sempervivam, and other cold Herbs tor them, to mix 
Barley-Meal in their Food, to eat Toafted Bread fteep’d in Vin- 


egar, to Sleep, and to take muchreft. 


They never almoft mide ufé of Purgitives, but in Dropfies ; 
they made little ufe of Diurericks and Sudorificks, and never pre- 
{cribed tharp and pricking Gliflers. They abfolurely rejected 
Letting much Blood, and efpecially in the Tonguz. In Swell- 
ings, Gand fo they called all Infammations, of what ever fort; ) 
they made ufe of light Altringents, and when the Diltemper wis 
at its height, they had recourfe to foftning and Lloofeniig Me- 
diciaes. When the Diftemper began to decline, tucy mid» ule 
of Empilients ; and when the Symptoms of the Difea‘e were 
remov’d, they made ufe of Strengthning ones, and obiy'd the 
Patient ro feveral Exercifés ; that by this means, the we. Vitis 


of the Body might be purified, and become us it wes a ow 
K x On? ; 
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One; without which, they thought there could not be a perfeg}:. 
Cure,but the perfon in danger of a Relapfe.When thePatientsSwea¢ 
too much, they threw upon their Skin Chalk, Alum, and fome 
other Aftringents of that Nature. ‘Fhis- was the Conduét of the 
Methodiftsin general, which Aure/ianus follow’d, as may be feen 
by hisBooks. His Work is divided into two Parts: In-the firft, 
he treats of Acute Difeafes, 2 ¢. Of-fhiort.and-Violent ones, 
which were determie’d by Deatlror Cure, in a few days. The — 
fecond treats of Chronical Diftempers; ‘2. .¢.. Thofe which had 
not fuch violent Symptoms, | but’ whofe contiauance proceeded 
from a more Obftinate Caufe, and frequently’ baffles Phyficians, 
He begins in both;.with the Diftempers of the Head, and confi. — 
dets all the reft; according to the Order of the parts of the Body, 

We thought to have given fome Inftances of his exa& Defcripti- 
ons: ofeach Difeafe, but found we could not Abridge them with- 
out Maiming them; nor relate them intire, without exceeding 
the Bounds allow'd us: - Therefore we refer to the Book it felf, _ 
_ which will fully fatisty the Reader, . | 
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Hiflorie Ecclefiaftice primi a Chrifto nato feculi feletta Capita 
-delineata fiudio D. Vbome kttigii, Superint. €F Theologia Prof. 
in EcclefiaS Academia Patria Lipfienfi, Premiffa eft cjufdem 
de peng Hiftoriea: Ecclefialtice recentioribus Differtatio. 

z.¢. Sele& Heads of the Feclefiaftical Hiftory of the firft 
Century ;. to which is premis’d a Differtation on the later 
Writers of Ecclefiaftical Hiftory. By M. Istigies, Super-In- 
-tendant of the Church of’ Leipfic, and Profeffor of Divinity 
‘in that City. Printed at Lezp/ic in 1709 in 4t0. p..496. 


"S* HE Differtation on the Modern Authors of the Hiftories of 
«& the Church is 2 compleat Colle&ion, not only of thofe 
Writers who have publifh’d the whole Hiftory, ‘or fome part’ of 
it, but alfo of thofe who have attacked them, The Centuria- 
tors of Magdeburg are the firft mention’d by M. Ittigias, whofe 
Enquiries come down to thofe of M. Varil/as and Dr. Barnet. 
He does not gives us an Icea of their Works himfelf, nor the 
Judgment of others upon them. In -his Differtation we have 
-litde more than the Names of the Authors, and their Antago- 
nifts, with the different Editions of fuch of their Books as have 
came to his Knowledge. Yet he enlarges now and then on fome 
Articles: For Inftance, after he has obferv’d on the fift Article 
that the Centuriators of Magdeburg are io called, becaufe each 
of their Volumes contain 100 Years, and that the firit Volumes 
were writ.at Magdeburg, he obferves that Matthias Elacius was 

the firft who labour’d in that great Work; and his chief Affoci- 
ates were, Fobn Wigandus, Matthew Fudex, and Brafitius Faber. 
Before the Centuries, which are 13 in Number, the Auwh rs 
thought they were oblig’d to publifh a Book, entirul’d, De be- 
clefiaftica Hiftoria que Magdeburgi contexitur vera marratio ccn- 
tra quorumdam difamationes, a Guhernatoribus & \perartis ejus 


Hiftorie edita, Magdeburgi, An 1558 i ¢. A was Ni.a- 
| KX x 2 tie 
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tive of the Ecclefiaftical Hiftcry which is writing at-Mugdeburg 
againft the Defamation of fome, publifh’d by. the DircGors 
and Writers of the faid Hiftory, at Magdeburg: in 1558, 
That Book was anfwerd the fame Yéar at Wirremberg.: The 
firtt-Volumes were publifh’d in 1560. and 1562, the other ‘the 
following Years, and the 13th Century-was printed in 1574, by: 
Lewis Lucius; but he is accus'd of having corrupted. the Text - 
in Favour of the Ca/vinifts.. Voffius: charges: the Centuriators 
with feveral Faults, and with being too much prejudic’d. Hirt. 
man blames.them for inferting Theological Differtations in their 
Hiftory, which make it flat; but others were of -a contrary Opi- 
pion, and thought thofe. Differtations:the.main Scrength and 
Beauty of the Work... | ie 7 

John Culverus, in his dawning of théApolyptical Day, fays, . 
that;F/acius and his Colleagues were meant by the Angel, who | 
crics in the Revelation that Babylon is fallen.«. In 1566 and. 1573 . 
there were printed at Antwerp 6 Dialogucs againtt the Centue - 
ries, and againft. Fox’s Martyrology, under-the Name of A/anus 
Copus, but they were really writin Prilon by Nicholas Harpef- 
field; and,Cope only publith’d them, as it appears, days Pit/cusg.. 
by thofe initial Letters.at the end of-the.5th Dialogue, . A. H. L. 
NoH-E. VaiE AC. ie. Author bujus librt Nicolaus Harpesfeldtas, 
cdidit vero eum Alanus Copus.: 1..€.¢: Nicholas Harpesfeld was. - 
the. Author of:.this Book, .but A/anus.Copus. publifhd.it. Francis 
Térrien undertook to defend. the Canons of the Apottles, and 
th:-Epiftles of the: firft Popes againft the Centuriators, in five ; 
Books which he publifh’d.at Calogz in 1573.:. Daille and. Blondel 
an{wer’d him, Geaebrard iin his Chronology, Peter. Canifius in 
his Treatile: de Verbi:Dez Corruptesis, i. ¢. concerning the Cor- 
suption of the Word of God.:. Printed «at. Ingolfiad in 1583. 
Wriliam Eyfergreinius in-his two:Centenarics, the tirft publifh’d - 
at Ingolftad in 1566, and invhis Book de “Romanis Pontificibus, 
r, ¢, Concerning. the Popes of Reme, peblifh’d-ac Manichen in - 
1358, have alfo auack’d the -Centuriators of Magdeburg. But, 
av. ording to: Poffevin, Conrad Brugus was thé frit who wrote 
eganlt them.:.He only criticis’\d upon the Epiftle. Dedicatory, . 
end, the Preface of the firft Century, fays M. itsigizs, as muy be 
feso in his Book... Printed-at. Dilirgemin.1565,.--Blacius oppos’d 
bin the Year after in aBook publith’d at Bufle,. The Article up- 
onmerouus follows shat of the Ceaturiators,... : 
9 3 eee : Ths. ; 
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_ The points of -Hiftory that M. I:tégzus pretends to illuftrate, 
gre contain’d in 7 Chapters. The tirit treats of the Ecclefiaftical 
Writers, and Writings of the frit Century. King Abgarus’s Let- 
‘ter to our Saviour, and his Anfwer to Adgarus. The Virgin 
Mary’s Letter-to.S. lgnatias, to the MefAnois and Florentins ; the 
Liturgy of St. Pete-, and the Epiftle of St. Paul to the Laodice- 
ans, are the firft Wr.cingshe examines, and the laft, is the Life 
of S. Fob, by the Deacon Prochorus. We fhall.rélate his Ob- 
fervations on the Recognitions of S. Clement, which make the 
Subjeé& of part of the 2ad Article. He endeavours firft to {hew, 
thac Godfrey Arnold, who Printed the German -Verfion of the 
Recegnition at-Ber/in, in 1702. is miftaken when he fays, there 
was but very little difference among the Latin Editions of this 
Book. -Cote/iers Edition contains whole Chapters, which are 
neither in the frft Printed at Baffle, in 1§26, norinthat of Gra- 
ter, which agrees with the German Verfion, nor in ali the othér 
that- went before Coteliers Edition: Ic cannot be deny’d, but 
thefe Recognitions were known from the third'Century of the 


Church, and that they miftake, who afcribe them to I/dorus, . 


Peccator,’ or Mercator: However, they are agreed to be the 
Work of an Impoftor.: Baronius reje&s them. with difdain: 


Barthius fays, they ate only to be read as'the Fable of the Afg - 


in’ Apuleius; Father Nourry fiys, fome Eionite ‘was the Au- 


thor of them, and Dr. Cave thinks Bardefanes, who according - 


to Epiphanius; was Valentinian, might write them... M, Araold 
is ot-another Opinion, and fays that as they are now, we can’t 
* difcover any Herefie in them : And that thofe who think other- 
wife; .do.itout.of Ignorsnce o: Prejudice. Thofe that are trul 

enlightned, can fee nothing in them but a Divine Light, accord- 


ing to: him. Then Peterfon was fuch an one,  fince he mikes - 


no difficulcy to fay, that the Recognitions were really Writ by 
Clement §t.Paul’s Companion.: The [npoftor who made ufé of 


his Name, wrote 10 other Books of Recognitions as he fays him- - 
felt, in the third Book of thofe now extant; and thefe frit Re- - 
_ cognitions.are loft.. At the clofe of the Article, M. Istigius ac- - 
cites M. Arzold of having deceived the Publick inr70%, by °° 


difg:ifing the Title of the German Edition. 


he Councils of the firft Century, make the Subj-& ofthe 


fecond Chapter ; Writers commonly reckon but one, wz. that 
of Ferufalem, but Eyfengreinius makes 12, via, 80-0F Ferufal-n, 


one 
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one-of Antioch, and one of Miletum, The fitlt of Ferufalen 
Y was held when St. Matthias was chofen >. The fecond at the 
Ele&tion of the feven Deacons: The third when St. Peter and 
St. Joba were fent into Samaria : The fourth when the Apoftles 
wrote the Creed : St. Peter, according to Ey/engreinius, pronoun. 
ced: the firft Article, I-Believe in God the Father Almighty; 
St. Andrew the fecond, And in Fefus Chrift bis Som: St. James, 
cal?’d Major, the third, Who was conceived by the Holy Ghof : 
and fo on of the other Apoftles and Articles. The Ecclefiafticg 
Difcipline was regulated in the fifth Council of Jeru/alem, and 
the Decrees of the Council were inferted fays he, by S..Clemenr, 
in his 8 Books of Apoftolical Conftitutions. Headds, thar 
the Apoftles affembled the 6th Council, to divide the World 
among thems and the feventh’to Solemnize the Funeral of the 
Virgin Mary. Only St. Thomas was abfent. The true Council 
of Ferufalem is the 8th of Eyfengreinius. In the goth, they 
dllow’d the Fewi/h Ceremonies for a time, to avoid Scandal: 
And in the roth, Simeon was made Bifhop ot ‘Feru/falem, in. 
ftead of Fames the Lords Brother. According to the fame Au- 
thor, the Canons of the Apoftles were‘drawn up in a Council 
at Aatiach, and in this Council, St. Paw/ took his icave of the 
Chriftians.at Miletum, 

In the third Chapter, M. Irtigivs gives an account of the 
Doétrine of the Writers that are fuppos’d to have Liv’d in the firft 
Century. He makes fome large Remarks on the Apoftles Creed 
in general, and upon each of the Articles in particular. 

He afterwards confiders the Opinions contained’ in ‘the Epiftle 
which bears the Nime of St. Barnabas 3 after which, he comes 
to the Work of Hermas, Entituled the Paffor. - Mr, Dodwel, 
who afcribes more than'a Human Authority to this Book, 
makes ufe of it to fhew that God gave to the Difciples of the 
Apottles, the Gift of Vitions. Our Author is not of his Mind ; 
and has no good Opinion of ‘the Angel that appear’d to ‘Hermes, 
The Work is divided ‘into 3 Books; the farft contains 4 Vifions, 
the fecond,. 12 Commandments ; and the third, ro Comparifons 
or Similitudes. ‘Arthe end of the fecond Vifion, an Old Woman 
who reprefents the Church, fays to Hermis; You fhall Write 
two Books, and fend one of ’em to Clement, and the other to 
Grapte. Clement fhall.fend bis to the Cities alroad, andGrapte 
Srall inflrutl the Widows and Orphans, and for ‘your felf, you 

i sp ae , Sy a 
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forall vead tn this City with the Antients. Origen quotes this 
paflage of Hermas, in.the 4th Book of Principles, and gives an 
Allegorical Senfe to it. The firft of Hermas’s Commandments 
is, That we muff firft of all believe, -there’s one God‘who made all 
shings of nothing. Since. Zuitkerus, and fome other Antitri- 
nitarians, have’ maintain’d that Hermes did not in-his Paftor 
teach the Myftery of jthe Trinity ; our Author fhows by Quota- 
tio nsand- Arguments, that’ no place of this Aurhor can be made 
ufe of to Combar rhe Exiftetce of che ‘three Divine Perfons. In 
the eth Commandment’ Hermas affures us, thar every Man has 
2 Angels, one Good and the other Bad. Origen and fome-other 
Fathers, held the fame Dottrine ; Maldonat, M. Her, and 
Father Nowy, havealfo approved it, according to our Author. 
The firit obierves, that the Devil ‘being willing to imitate God, 
*tis Credibie, thatas God gives each Man a Good Angel to Guard 
him, the Devil depates an Evil One to annoy him... This Opini- 
onof Two Angels, was embraced- bythe Pagan: in their Theo- 
logy ; the Fews admitted it, and the Mahomerans look upon it 
asa Truth, but the Scripture does not confirmit; and feveral 
Fathers, among -others, Optatus Bifhop of Milevam, Clement 
of Alexandria, and St. Ferome rejected it. Bellarmin reckons it 
among Hermas’s Errors. 

In the 4th Chapter our Author confiders the. Hierarchy, ‘and 
the,Rites, the Original of which is refer’d to the firft Century, 
which furnifhes him with Mitter to declaim againft the Primacy 
of St. Peter, againft Images, &c. whar he fays againtt the Pre- 
tenfion of the CrofS-bearers, who carry their [nfticution as high 
as Cletus the fuppos’d Difciple of St. Peter is owa'd by the Pa- 
pifts themfelves to be Juft. 

He fpeaks of the Herefies of the firft Century in his 5th 
Chapter, where we have an exact Abridgment of the A€tions . 
and Opinions of Dofiheus, Simon the Sorcerer, Menander, Cz- 
rinthus, Ebion, &c. The Signification of the Word Edvoz,. 
which in Hetyew fignifies Poor, has occafioned fome Authors to 
think, that there never was any Arch-Heretick of that Name; 
Bot M. Itiégézs-fays this is not fufficient to make us abandon 
the common Opinion. - Nadal, fiys he, fignifies a Fool in the 
Hebrew, was there therefore never any Man called by that name, 
Hi.adds, thar M. Aracid is miftaken, when -he fays, that Epi. 
phaniws. was the Firft wha mentioned Zbioz, Lertullsan — 

named. 
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named. hitn Two Centuries before, and what M../e. Cleve fays in 
~ his Univesfal Library, that this Father did not mention Rijon, jg 
a meer flip of Memory. — | 

The 7th Chapter treats of Perfons of. Note, who liv’d in the 
fisft Century, vsz. of Jefus Chrift himfelf, of the Virgin Mary, 
of St, Fofeph, of St. eb Bepift, of the Apoftles, of the +¢ 
Difciples, and of Apottolical Men, i He areats alfo of the Ori. 
gine of fome Churches; and after he-has'{poken.of fome Mira- 
cles related by ancient Writers, he-finifhes his Book ‘by an Ar. 
ticle of feparate Obfervations, which probably. he. will put in 
their proper place.in his 2d Edition, : 
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The Hiftory of the Life and Acts of the moft Reverend Father in 
God Edmund Grindal,the fir Bifhop of London, and the fccond 
Archifhop of York and Canterbury fxccefive y, inthe Reign of 

. Elizabeth Whereinis fheawed that moft Reverend Prelate’s pi- 
ous'and ufeful Labours, both inthe Reformation and Government 
of the Churchof England, while he prefided over it; and bow 
well he merited of it. Inthe courfe of thw Hifory will appear 
alfo the State of this Church; the Succeffion of divers of its Br- 

ops; its Struggles awith the Adverfaries; Matters tranfatted ir 
Ecclefiaftical Commiffions, Syncds, and Vifitations , Carref{por- 
dince with the Churches avvoad ; Indulgence and Rezard of the 
Churches ef Foreigners planted here; and many other par.icular 
Lffairs relating to Religion, happening in the Tine of this Archi. 
foop. To which 1s added an Appendix of Original Manufcriprs, 
faitkfuily tranfcrib’d out of the bff Archives, whereunto refe- 
rence is made in the Hiftory. In Two Book. By J.S. AL. A. 
London: Printed for John Wyat, at the Rofe im Sr. Paul’s 
Church-Yard, avd John Hartley, be:ween the Two Temple- 
Gates in Fleet-ftreet. 1710. Felio, p. 314. Aapendix, p. 108. 


T isnot to be doubted, but fome of our Readers may en- 
_§i quire, upon what account, and for what reafon Mr. Strype 
has Publifhed the Work now in hand, before the Life of 
Archbifhop Parker, who was Grindal’s Predeceflor in the See 
of Canterbury, and confequently whofe Memoirs fhould, in 
courfe and order of Time, have feen the Light before Arch- 
bifhop Grindal’s, And the principal Reafon was this: A cer- 
tain Gentlemaa, who has of late, ina very publick manner, 
drawn the Eyes of the World upon him, having in a Famous 
Sermon taken the liberty, to call Archbifhop Grindal a Fal/e 
Son of the Church, and a perfidious Prelate; feveral Perfons of 
great Note and Learning, being defirous to underftand at 
large, who and what this Archbifhop was, who was thus free- 
ly and feverely Stigmatiz’d, prevail’d with Mr. Strype to put 
thefe Memoirs immediately to the Prefs, to fet the World 
right in a Matter of fo great Moment,and to do Juftice to the 


Memory of one of the greateft of thofe Prelates who had a 
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hand in the glorious Work of our Reformation. This is the 
chief Reafon why this Book appears in the World before the 
Life of Archbifhop Parker : And upon this account, in order, 
as far as poflible, to vindicate the good Name of this Arch- 
bifhop, it may not be amifs, to take fome notice of this Work 
in this Place, to give fome Light into the Worth of this great 
Man, to fuch Perfons as may have heard of the Infamy char- 
ged upon him, but may want either the Leifure, Curiofty, or 
Opportunity, to purchafe or perufe Mr. Strype’s Account 
of him. 

Edmund Grindal was Born about the Year of our Lord 119. 
in a little Angle ofthe County of Cumberland, call’d Copland 
or Copland, in the Parifh of St. Begh’s, ata Place calld Hen. 
fingham, a Mile South of Whitehaven: He was from his tender 
Years much addicted to Study and Learning; and being fent 
to Cambridge, was Entred of Magdalen College, thence remo- 
ved to Chrif’s, and thence to Pembroke-Hall, where he was firt 
Fellow, then Prefident, during the Mafterfhip of Bifhop Rid. 
ley; and afterwards, in the beginning of the Reign of Queen 
Elizabeth, was chofen Mafter of the Houfe: Before he came 
to be taken notice of in the Church, he made a Figure in the 
Univerfity, as one of the ripef Wits, and learned’it Men in 
Cambridge, and when an extraordinary Act was commenc’d, 
Anno 1549. for the Entertainment of K. Edwara’s Vilitors 
there, and. the Queftions to be difputed were, Whether Tran- 
fubftantiation could be prov’d by plain and manifeft Words 
of Scripture, and whether it might be colle¢ted and confir- 
med by the Confent of Fathers, for a Thoufand Years after 
Ghrift, at this Difputation, one of the Four felected out of 
the whole Univerfity, that aflerted the Negative, was our 
Grindal, the other three being Pern, Gueft, and Pilkington. 

Fis firft Appearance in the World, wasin the Year 1550, 
when he was made Chaplain to Rédley Bifhop of London, who 
attempting to bring himin Prebendary of St. Pauw!’s, gives 
him this Character to the Court, That be was known to be both 
of Virtue, Hoxefty, Difcretion, Wifdom and Learning: After this 
he became Chautor of that Church ; and in November 4552. Was 
nominated for a Bifhoprick in the North; but the Death of 
K. Edward drawing near, and his fhort Reign being follcwed 
with that of Queen Mary, which was tainted with more than 


whelefome Severities, he flew abroad to Strasburgh, ati io 
. evera 
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feveral Englifh Gentlemen of great Piety and Learning, for 
whom our Englifh Climate was grown too warm; and being 
almoft in defpair of the Reftoration of Religion in England, and 
confequently of his Return thither again, he refolv’dto make 
himfelf Mafterof the German Tongue, that he might be able 
to exercife his Talent of Preaching in the German Churches. 

In his Exile he was concern’d in the Suppreflion of the firft 
Troubles at Frarkfort, which fprang up there in the Year 1554. 
about a New Model and Form of Worfhipping God, varying 
from the laft corrected Book under K. Edward, where at laft, 
he, with the other Gentlemen commiffion’d by the Brethren 
of Strasburgh, quieted thofe Differences, and where, after this, 
‘the greateft number of Students and other Exiles took up their 
Habitation, Here he was a great aad diligent Colleétor of 
Papers relating to the Writings, Examinations, Acts and Suf- 
ferings of the Martyrs in England, under Q. Mary; and from 
him Mr. Fox receiv’d great Affiftance and Encouragement in 
his Work. 

Immediately after Q. Mary’s Death, Grindal was recall’d 
Home to England; and when a Form of Prayer and Publick 
Worfhip was thought fit to be drawn up and prepar’d, which 
might be ready to be prefented againft the Sitting of Q. El- 
cibeth's firft Parliament, and ether matters were to be deli- 
berated for the Reformation of the Church, he was chofen a- 
mong other Learned and Wife Men for this weighty Work: 
And doubtlefs he was as well qualify’d or it as any; for hav- 
ing been Chaplain, and very intimate with Bifhop Ridiey, he 
was in all probability well acquainted with the Reafons and 
Methods usd under K: Edward, in compofing the Common Prayers, 
wherein that Bifhop, with Archbifhop Crammer, had the chief 
hand. In Sir Thomas Smith’s Lodgings, in Chanon-Row in 
Weftminfter, he and the reft met accordingly, from Time to 
ae that firft Winter, upon this weighty and momentous 
Affair, 

In the Summer of the Year 1559, the Queen’s Vifitation 
was on foot allover England, to require the Oath of Suprema- 
cy, to infpect Cathedrals and the Manners of the Clergy, and 
the like ; aad here Grindal was chofen one of the Commiffio- 
ners for that Royal Vifitation in the North. It was in this 
Vifitation, that the Vifitors of London took care to have all 
the Utenfils and Inftruments of Superftition and Idolatry de- 
Yy2 molifh’d 
















356 4«©=©—© The Mlorks of the Learwnen, 

molifh'd and deftroy’d out of the Churches ; fuchas the Cru. 
cifixes, andthe Images of other Saints, Tutelaries of the 
Churches to whom they were dedicated ; Popifh Books, Altars, 
and the like; which Work began on St. Bartholomew's Day, 
two great Fires being made of thefe Materials, over-againft 
Ircnmonger-line End and Mercer’s Chappel. _ 

When Bunmr, Bifhop of London, was laid afide from his 
Bifhoprick, the Queen thought none fo fit to fucceed him as 
our Grindal; who, after he was elected Bifhop of London, -re- 
mained under fome Scruples of Confcience about fome things, 
efpecially the Habits, and certain Ceremonies requir’d to be 
ufed of Men ofthat Order: For the Reformed in thofe Times 
generally went upon this Ground, That, in order to the 
compleat freeing of the Church, of Chrift from the Errors and 
Corruptions of Rome, every Ufage and Cuftom prattifed by 
that Apoftate and Idolatrous Church, fhould be abolifhed; and 
that all their Ceremonies and Circumftances of Religious Wor- 
fhip fhould be intirety abrogated, and that the Service of God 
fheuldbe mof fimple, ftript of all that Show, Pomp and Ap- 
pearance, that had been cuftomarily us’d before : This com- 
monly receiv'd Opinion, which the late Engljh Exiles efpeci- 
ally had imbib’d, was the occafion of Grindal’s being now in 
doubt, whether he might with a fafe Confcience accept of a 
a Bifhoprick, when he faw he muft fubmit to divers of thefe 
thiags, if he did; for the Reformation of Religion was dejign- 
ed now, to be carryed in the fame way and manaer in which 
it took place in K. Edward’s Days. 

Upon thefe and fome other Particulars,he held an Epiftole. 
ry Correfpondence with the famous Perer Martyr, thea Pub- 
lick Profeflor at Zurick, who fatisfy’d him fo well of the pre- 
fent Lawfulnefs of thefe and fuch like Ufages in the Church of 
England, thaton the 21 of December, 1559. he was confecra- 
ted Bifhop of London in Lambeth-Chappel, by Archbifhop Par- 
ker, affifted by Barlow, Scory, and Suffragan Hodg/on, ; 

The firft Matters of Note which followed his Confecratiou 
to the See of London, were feveral Ordinations, ia the firftot 
which, held on Dec. 28. he ordain’d feveral Priefts and Dea- 
cons ; in the fecond, on Fan. 14. following, more, &. of the 
main of whom, Mr. Serype remarks, Thatthe Bifhop took care 
that they were Men of Learning, Honefty, and good Religi- 


ou, and that they feemto have confifted, in a good ann 
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of fuch-young Perfons, as had left the Univerfitics in the late - 
Reign, and Study’d Abroad, at Zurich, Strasburgh, and other 
Places. And whereas the Neceflity of thofe Times, ia fome 
meafure requir’d, that even grave and fober Tradefmen, tho” 
no Scholars, might, upon fome occafions, be admitted into 
Orders ; and the Bifhop of Loxdon was forcd to take fome of 
thefe into the Miniftry, to fupply the prefent Exigencies of 
the Church ; Mr. Strype obferves, that this foon gave Offence, 
and, that in the Month of Auzuf, 1550. an Order came, di- 
rected to the Bifhop, from the Metropolitan, to forbear or- 
daining any more Artificers, and others that had been of Se- 
cular Occupations, that were Unlearned, which they had 
been forced to do at firft, if they were qualified with Sobri-. 
ety and good Religion. and Skill in Reading, for the fipply 
ofthe Vacant Churches ; and that all henceforth fhould be: 
excluded from taking Holy Orders, but fuch, as had goed 
Teftimonials of their Converfation, were exercisd in | ear-- 
ning, or at leaft had fpent fome Time in teaching School. 

After this the Bifhop of London procur’d the Reftoration of- 
the Dutch Church in Aufin-Friars; aud cenfur'd fome Herero. 
dox Members*of that Church, whoheld, That Chrift took 
not Flefh of the Virgin AZzry, but brought it down from Hes. 
ven, @c. And whereas feveral of other Nations had now re- 
mov'd themfelves into England, in particular, Spaniards, who- 
fill continued to Trade, as Merchants, into Spav, and the. 
reft of the K. of Spain’s Dominions, their Preacher, Ca/iodo-zzs, 
defird a Church for his Congregation; drawing up a lone 
Addrefs upon this occafion, what Succefs it had with the 
Bifhop, Mr. Strype fays he cannot tell, only he finds, thac a 
Spanifp Church remain’d fome Time after in Lonvon, having 
for their Preacher one Antivins Covranys. 

In the Year 1551. the. Bifhop interceded for the. Durcis 
Congregation at Franckfort; Mr. St«ype gives us his Letter to 
the Magiftrates of that City at large; and then proceeds to 
take notice of feveral of his domettic Tranfactions, his Dili- 
gence in promoting Contributions for the Rebuilding of Sr. 
Peu!’s, which was burnt by Lightuing on the fourth of Fuxe » 
his primary Vifitation ; his Proceedings in the Repair otf 
St. Pasl’s, &c. But [ have not Room to take Notice of thefe 
Matters at largein this Place. J fhall only obferve here,that 
In the Year.1563. he excommunicated one Sebatian Heftcote, 
firft 
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firft Minor Canon of St. Paul’s; for being a Papift ; and this 
Weftcote being favour’d by the Lord Robert Dudley, he wrote 4 
Letter to the Bifhop, in his Behalf, intimating therein, That 
he was not obftinate, but that what he did was out of Zeal, 
Sc. But to this the Bifhhop return’d a large Apologetical An 
{wer, which Mr. Strype has given us at large, and which, he 
tells us, fhews in its Compofer, not only the Piety and Meek. 
nefs, but alfo the Refolution of a Bifhop. I cannot forbear 
tranfcribing hither part of the laft Paragraph, in Juftification 
of this Charaéter, which is as follows, 

“* If Sebaftian will ackhow ledge his Fault, and amend, | am 
“ ready moft willingly to receive him. Ifno, I dare not ab. 
** folve anImpenitent Sinner; for that were to loofe him 
“ whom God bindeth, and to abufe the Keys of the Church, 
“¢ Tam content, becaufe your Lordfhip writeth fo earneftly for 
““ him, to forbear profecuting the Penalties of the Laws a- 
“¢ gainft him, till after A4ichaelmus, or Hallowentide: That he 
“¢ may yet have more Time to fearch and to underftand; pray- 
** ing God in the meantime to open his Eyes. ” 

Inthe Year 1564. our Bifhop commenc’d Doétor in Divi- 

nity; and in the fame Year, the Queen fent a peremptory 
Command tothe Archbifhop of Canterbury, to require Uni- 
formity in the Habitsand Ceremonies of the Clergy : For hi- 
therto Mr. Strype obferves a due Agreement and Uniformity 
among the Clergy, in wearing the fame Habits, and ufing the 
fame Rites in Divine Service, was negle&ed, and efpecially 
in London ; and the Plague of late fpreading it felf in London, 
and other Places, the Bifhops were thereby in a great mea- 
fure prevented from taking due cognizance of thefe Matters, 
which contributed the more to the fpreading of thefe Irregu- 
larities and Diforders. The Archbifhop therefore, having 
receiv’d this Command, forthwith difpatch’d his Letter to the 
Bifhop of London, to fignifie the Queen’s Mind and Refolutioa 
to the reft of the Bifhops of the Province; and that they 
fhould fee the Laws and Ordinances, already eftablifhed, fet 
‘forth, and comply’d with every where ; and to fend up thofe 
of their Clergy that were incompliant. 

The greateft difficulty was to correé thefe Negleés in Lon- 
don, where were not a few that wore neither Surplice, Fippet, 
nor Square Cap; and did not ufe the other Ceremonies pre- 
{crib’d in the Corsmon- Prayer, And the Regulation of thefe 

Mat- 








Matters lay upon the Bifhop of London, whom it cofta great 
deal of Labour and Pains to redrefs thefe Matters among the 
City Minifters ; and who fat frequently in Ecclefiaftical Com- 
mifion with the Archbifhop and other Commiflioners, for the 
regulating the City Clergy, and trying by all fair Means to 
convince and bring them toConformity., This Work Mr. Strype 
allows Bifhop Grinda/ went tenderly about, knowing the fcar- 
city of Minifters at that Time, and therefore ufing all Gentle- 
nefsand Meeknefs with em; but afterwards obferving the Ig- 
norance and Obftinacy of fome, and the dangerous Principles 
of others, ftriking at the very Ecclefiaftical Order it felf, he 
proceeded with more Refolution. 

After this, the Queen writ to the Bifhop of Lozdin, 


to take Care of the Uniformity in the Clergy of London, . 


urfuant to which Letter, a Vifitation was held at St. Se- 
ulcbre’s Church; and on the 24th of March, the Reformation 
in Minifters Habits began at Lambeth, where fome comply’d 
with ‘em, and others were fequeftr’d, and others deprivd for 
refufing em: Many of whom, under thefe Cenfures, labour’d 
under great Poverty, and were forc’d to betake themfelves, 


fome to Husbandry, and other fecular Employments, others - 
beyond the Seas; whilft fome efcap’d by the Advantage of- 


Friends, and others were put in Prifons for their Difobe- 
dience. 

In the beginning of the Year 1566, Uniformity was again 
very ftri@ly prefs’d; and feveral refufing it, a great many 
Churches became vacant, which the Bifhop of London found 
it difficult to fupply ; however, he was not wanting in his 
Endeavours to bring over the Diflenters to be fatisficd with 
what was enjoyn’d ; for, among other Means for this Purpofe, 
he publifh’d an excellent Letter, Henry Balinger’s, which was 
writ to himfelf, aud the Bifhops of Winche/ter and Norwich, 
concerning the Lawfulnefs of wearing the Habits: Which 


Letter, Mr. Strype obferves, was writ with fuch a Clearnefs | 


of Reafon, fuch Evidence from Scripture, and in fuch a Fa- 
therly compaffionate Stile, that it had avery good Efleé on 
Many that before were ready to leave their Miniftry, bus 
having read it, were fatisfied. In a Letter to Ballinger, the 
Bifhop takes notice of this good Effeét of his Letter about 
the Habits, among other Particulars, the Sub{tance of which 


is may not be amif$ to tranfcribe into this Place. 
| | * Some 
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“ Some Minifters, as Sampfon and igh continue 
“incompliant, and the Queen is highly offended with 
"em: Bret if they fhould comply, it were eafie to re. 
“ concile them to her: But otherwife, the Bifhops cou’d pre. 
vail little whither to give them Conntenance. Many of the 
““ common Sort have taken up Refolutions to feparate from 
*¢ the National Church, and have fet np Meetings difting 
“by themfelves. But now of late, the greater Part are 
“ rome to a-better Mind, to which your Letter has greatly 
‘“* contributed.” He adds, “ That when the Bifhops, who 
“ had been Exiles in Germany, cou’d not perfuade the Queen 
‘* and Parliament, to remove thefe Habits out of the Church, 
“ tho’ they had long endeavour’d it ; by common Confent, 
* they thought it beftnot to leave the Church for fome Ritcs, 
“ which were not many, nor in themfelves wicked ; efpeci. 
** ally, fince the Purity of the Gofpel remain’d fafe and free 
* tothem. Nor had they to this prefent time, repented 
‘© themfelves of this Council ; for their Churches, God giving . 
“* the increafe, were augmented much ; which otherwife had 
‘© been Preys to the Lutherans, and Semst-Papifts. 

After this, Mr. Strype gives us a long Letter from Bifhop 
Grindal to Zanchy, coataining the true State of the Contro- 
verfies in thofe Times: The Sub‘tance of a Conference be- 
twixt him and fome Separatifts; in which the Separatifts be. 
hav'd themfelves irreverently, and with too much Warmth; 
anfwering the Mildnefs and Gentlenefs of the Bifhop, with 
unbecoming and opprobrious Language: And afterwards, 
flandering him in their publick Prints. And he farther ob- 
ferves, That on the 22d of September, 1568, a Proclamation 
was iffued out, forbidding all private and feparate Meetings, 
upon Pain of Imprifonment, and fuch other Punifhments as 
the Laws directed to. 

Purfuant to this Proclamation, in the Year 1569. divers Se- 
faratifts were found inthe Prifon of Bridewell, for holding pri- 
vate Aflemblies, and ufing a Form of Prayer different from 
that allow’d and enjoin’'d bythe Law: And here they had 
lain for about Twelve Months. Their great Opinion was, 
That certain of the Ceremonies us'd in the Public Service, 
were Popifh, as having been us’d by Papifs, and therefore 
that they ought not, in Confcience, to be prefent at ic: Nor 
could all the Bifhop’s Endeavours reclaim them ; and therefore 


pitying 
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pitying their Condition, he mov’d the Secretary, that Cle. 
mency might be us’d towards them ; that fo, by givingthem 
freely their Liberty, only with an Admonition, they might 
be more prevailed upon to comply with the Laws, than by 
Severity. The Lords of the Council approv’d of Grindal’s 
Advice, and accordingly he was impower'd to fet them all 
at Liberty ; and withall to letthem underftand, that ii after 
their Enlargement, any one carryed themfelves factioufly and 
diforderly again, they muft expe& fevere Punifhment, for Ex- 
amples to others. After this Mr. Strype gives an account of 
the Care that was taken by the Bifhop, for the Suppreflion of 
Popery, which was now grown dangerous at home, efpeci- 
ally in the Inns of Court and the Univerfities, at the Bach, 
andin other Places; as well asit was grown formidable A- 
broad, by the finking of the Proteftant Intereft in France, 
and the Difagreement of the Reformed among themlelves in 
other Places. 

The Separatifts, who in the beginning of this Year had 
the Favour fhewn them to be fet at Liberty by the Bifhop, 
continued their former Practices of ufing private Aflemblies, 
and performing Religious Offices in a Way of their own, dif- 
ferent from what was allow’d and enjoyn’d ; notwithftanding 
the Bifhop’s Admonition to them at their Difmiflion, and the 
Threatnings of the Council read to them, if they fhould move 
any more Difturbances on that Behalf: This made the Bifhop 
take up one of their Leaders, and filence another: At which 
the Londoners of their Party, who had been under Confine- 
ment with them, and were fet at Liberty, were much dif- 
pleas’d with Grindal and took the Confidence to make a Com- 
plaint againft himto the Privy-Council,as tho he had broke his 
Word with ’em, as having allow’d em not to refort to. their 
Parifh-Churches, and tolerated their different Ways and Modes 
of Divine Service, and given Licenfe to their Leaders Boxham 
and Crane, to hold private Le&tures. ‘This Falfification of his 
Conduct to the Council, netled the Bifhop, who thereupon 
writ them a Letter in Juftification of himfelf, and to acquaint 
them with the Falfhood of thefe Men, and to advife them what 
feems to him moft proper to be done with ’em. Perhaps it 
will not be unacceptable to the Reader, if I take the Liberty 
totranfcribe the laft Paragraph of this Let.erintothis Place. 
r “ But. now that the Matter is open’d to your Lordfhips,and 
¢ ° a ° P 
~ that by their own Means; my Opinion is, Thatall the 
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* Heads of this unhappy Fadtion, fhou’d be with all Exped. 
“ tion feverely punifh’d,to the Example of others, as People 
‘« phanatical and incurable. Which Punifhment, if it pro. 
“ ceed by Order from your Lordfhips, fhall breed the greater 
“ Terrour. And becaufe all Prifoners, for any Colour of 
© any Religion, find great Supportation and Comfort in 
“© London, in my Opinion, (under your Lordfhip’s Corre. 
“ @ion) it were not amifs, that Six of the moft defperate 
© of them were fent to the Common Gaol of Cambridge, and 
© Six likewife to Oxford, and fome other of them to other 
“ Gaols near here abouts, as to your Wifdoms fhall be 
“ thought Expedient. The Names of thofe that were ep. 
* larged by me, | fend to your Lordfhips in a Schedule an. 
“ nex'd. And thus praying Pardon for troubling your Lord. 
*¢ fhips with fo long a Letter, 1 commend your good Lord. 
“ fhips to Almighty God, who ever have you in his blefled 
“ Keeping. ; 

Bonham’s Promife of Silence made to the Bifhop of London, 
when he releas’d him out of Bridewel, and which he aftewards 
thought fit to break, wasthis: ‘ That he will not any time 
“ hereafter ufe any publick Preaching, or any open Reading 
* or Expounding of the Scriptures; nor caufe, neither be 
‘© prefent at any private Affemblies of Prayer, or expound- 
“ing of the Scriptures, or Miniftring the Communion 
** in any Houfe, or other Place, contrary to the State of 
* Religion, now by publick Authority Eftablifh’d, or con- 
“ trary tothe Laws of this Realm of England: Neither will 
“© he inveigh againft any Rites or Ceremonies us’d or receiv’d 
“ by Common Authority within this Realm.” 

On the Firft of May, 157c. Bifhop Grindal was tranflated 
to the See of York, and he went downin August next follow- 
ing ; and in what Condition he found the People of thofe 
Parts, he acquaints Secretary Cecyl, in a Letter of Aug. 29. 
viz. That the greateft Part of the Gentry were not well af- 
feed to Godly Religion, and that among the People there 
were many Remnants of the old; that they kept Holidays 
and Fafts abrogated; that they offer’d-Money, Eggs, &«. 
at the Burial of their Dead ; that they pray’d to Beads, &. 
So that this feem’d to the Archbifhop, rather another Church 
than a Member of the reft. And for the little Experience, 


proceeds he, I have of this People, methinks I fee in = 
three 
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three evil Qualities, which are, great Ignorance, much Dul- 
nefs to conceive better Inftruction, and great Stiffnefs to re- 
turn to their wonted Errors. 1 will labour as much as I can to 
cure every of thefe, committing the Succefs to God. 

The firft thing he did, was to begin the Regulation of 
Matters with a Vifitation, the Commiffion for which bore 
Date, Decemb. 26. 1570. And in this, and all other Cafes, 
as he was diligent to extirpate Popery, fo he made it equally 
his Bufinefs to reconcile allto the Ufages, and to a ftrié and 
regular Conformity to the Church of England. 

In the Year 1571, the Exercifes for the Interpretation of 
Scripture were fet up at Northampton, by the Confent of 
Scambler, the Bifhop of the Diocefe, the Mayor and his Bre- 
thren, and: other the Queen’s Juftices of the Peace within 
that County and Town: The Nature of which was this, 
That feveral of the Neighbouring Minifters met together 
every Saturday, in order to interpret Holy Scripture, opening 
the fame by turns plainly and briefly before the People ; and 
after this was done, they withdrew into fome convenient 
Place, and there conferr’d among themfelves, as well touch- 
ing Do@trin, as good Life and Manners, and other Orders 
meet for them to obferve. The particular Order of thefe 
Exercifes, Mr. Strype gives a full Accout of, as what afterwards 
took place in a great many more Places in England; and ob 
ferves, That after they had been a great while on foot, the 
Inconvenience was, That at thefe Meetings there hapned at 
length, Confufions and Difturbances ; fome affeting to fhew 
their Parts, and to confute others that {peak not perhaps fo 
appofitely as themfelves ; others fometimes broaching Hete- 
rodox Opinions ; and fome that had been filenc’d from their 
Preaching, for their Incompliance with the eftablifh’d Wor- 
fhip, intruding theméelves here, and venting themfelves a- 
gainft the Liturgy and Hierarchy; the People alfo arguing 
and difputing much upon Religion, fo that fometimes a Lay- 
man woud take upon him to fpeak: Whence the Exercifes 
degenerated into Factions, Divifions and Cenfurings; and 
hence they began by fome to be cry’d out againft and 
diflik’d. 

After Grindal had been fome time Archbifhop of Canterbury, 
he iffued out feveral excellent Orders, for the Reformation of 
Abufes about thefe Exercifes, which, if followed, would have 
ye ae cone 
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Continued them of great Ufe and Benefit tothe Church; bye 
the Queen lik’'d themnot: And the Archbifhop being a¢ 
Court, fhe particularly declar’d her felf offended at the Num- 
ber of Preachers, as well as at the Evercifes, warning him to 
redrefS both; urging, That it was good for the Church to 
have few Preachers; and that three or four might fuffice for 
a County ; and that the reading of the Homilies to the People 
wasenough. In fhort, She requir’d him to do thefe two 
Things, to abridge the Number of Preachers, and to put 
down the Religious Exercifes, The Speeches fhe us’d to him, 
Mr. Strype tells us, were fomewhat fharp, and fhe was very 
refolute to have no more Exercsfes of this fort, and car’d not 
for any great Increafe of Preachers; but that the Licenfes for 
Preaching fhould be more fparingly granted out ; and fhe ex- 
peéted the Archbifhop fhould give efpecial Orders for both. 
Thefe Injun@tions of the Queen produc’d from Archbifhop 
Grindal'an excellent Letter to her Majefty, the whole of whictr 
Mr: Strype has given us in his Append:x, and aconfiderable pare 
of it in the Body of the Book; and whoever reads itwill have 
a peculiar Veneration for itsAuthor’s Simplicityand godly Sin- 
cerity, and Chriftian Courage and Refolution: I can't forbear 
tran{cribing hither, what he fays with relation to the Exercifes, 
which were the occafion of all his Troubles ; and for which 
he was willing to fuffer any thing the Queen would infli& upon 
him, rather than beinftrumental in putting them down. His 
Words upon this great occafion are as follows, viz. 
«¢ That he had conferr’d:with divers of his Brethren, the 
“ Bifhops, by Letters, who thought the fame: that he did, 
“ That the Exercifes were profitable to the Church; and there- 
“* fore expedient to be continwd: And he hop’d her Maijefty 
“. woud alfo think the fame, when fhe fhouw’d be inform’d of 
~“ the manner and order thereof; and what Authority it had 
of the Scripture ; and what Commodity it brought with it, 
“ and what Incommodity wou’d follow, if-it fhould be clean 
* taken away. Then he proceded to give her an Account 
“ of the Exercifes; and how that many Bifhops, as of London, 
“° Winton, Bath and Wells, Litchfield, Glocefter, Lincoln, Chiche- 
“ fter, Exon, and St. David’s, had fignify’d by Letters to him 
‘* of the Profit and Benefit that had accru’d by thefe Exerci- 
‘¢ fes. As that the Minifters of the Church became more rea- 
“dy and skilful in. the Scriptures; that it withdrew. — 
© {dle- 
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 IdlenefS; and that fome fufpefed in Doétrine were brought’ 
« to open Confeflion of the Truth ; ignorant Minifters dri. . 
« yento Study, ifnot for Confcience, yet for Shame; the- 
“¢ Opinion of the Lay Men of the Ignorance of the Clergy re. 

« mov’d; that nothing by experience beat down Popery like 

“it; that where afore were not three able Preachers, now 

were thirty meet to Preach at Paut’s-Crofs, and forty or 

“ fifty befides, able to inftruct their own Cures; that only 
s¢ Men backward in Religion, and Contemners of Learning, 
* fet themfelves againft it; that the Diffolution of it woud’ 
«* breed Triumph to the Adverfary. Abufes might be refor- 
«© med, and that which was good might remain. As for thaz: 
«* Inconvenience that was urg’d by fome, that one and the 
“ fame place.of Scripture had divers fenfes put upon it, ac- 

¢ cording to the various Underftandings of thefe Exercifes 

* this appear’d worfe than it was indeed, fo that all Senfes: 
“¢ were agreeable to the Analogy of Faith; for the ancient 

“ Fathers and Doétors of the Church did the fame, and com- 
“ monly expounded one Text of Scripture diverfly, yet all 
‘¢ to the Good ofthe Church. In fine, That he was forc’d in 

« all Humility to profefs, that he could not, with a fafe Con- 

“ fcience, and without the Offence of the Majefty of God, 

“ sive his Aflent to the fupprefling of the faid Exercifes; much 

* lefs could he fend out any Injunétions for the utter and u- 

“ niverfal Subverfion of the fame; that if ic were her Maje- 

“ fties Pleafure, for this or any other Caufe to remove him 

* out of that Place, he woud wich atl Humility yield there- 

unto, and render that again whicl he had receiv’d of her ; 
“that he confidered witit himfelf, that it was a horrible 

“ thing to fall into the Hands of the LivingGod ; and pray’d 

* her to bear with him, tho’ he chofe rather to offend her 

“ Majefty, than to offend the Heavenly, . 

But all that the Archbifhop could fay or write mov’d not 
the Queen from her Refolution, but fhe feem’d much offended’ 
with-him, and refolv’d to have him Sufpended, and Sequefter'd ; 
aad feeing he would not be inftrumental iit, fent her own 
Commandment,by her Letters,to the reft of the Bifhops,whol- 
ly to put downthefe Exercifes, in the beginaing ot May, 1577: 
andin Sune the Archbifhop was confin’d and fequefter’d, his 
Vicar-General acting for him, and afterwards others nomina- 


ted by himfelf-or the Queen: And in January following there 
if | was 
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was atalk ofdepriving him, but this was very ill refented 
by the true Proteftants, and they were highly concern’d at it, 
and urged how much it would prove to the Joy of Papifts, 
and their Encouragement, 

The Synod of 1580. drew up an humble Petition to the 
Queen, to reftore the Archbihhop of Canterbury to his Place ; 
-in which they declar’d how exceedingly grieved they were, 
that the moft Reverend Father, after fo many Years, fhould 
fall into fo great. and fo durable Offence of her Majefty 
That he was a Man that did not offend often, and but once 
in his Life feem’d to have difpleas’d her, and that not fo much 
with a wilful Mind, as by atender Confcience ; of which fo 
great was the Force, that eminent Authors, and the beft 
Men had writ, That whatfoever was done, the Confcience re- 
claiming, or erring, or doubting, was done amifs, andto be 
condemned as no littleSin ; That the Archbifhop had led a 
Life, free not only from all Crime, but from all Sufpicion of 
‘Crime; preferv'd his Religion from all not only corruption 
of Popery, but from Schifm ; and had fuffered Perfecution for 
Rightcoufnefs fake, having wandred Abroad in other Coun- 
tries for the Caufeof the Gofpel. Therefore they moft hum- 
bly and unanimoufly befeech’d her, not only to lift up the 
Archbifhop broken and feeble with Grief, but to reftore the 
Church to him, and him to the Church, to her Subjeds, to 
his own Brethren, to Foreign Nations, and, ina word, toall 
pious People. And for their own parts they promis’d Her, 
if fhe wou’d grantthis their Supplication, they wou’d never be 
wanting in their Care of fetling the Church, in propagating 
Religion, in taking away Schifms, and in being mindful of 
and thankful for this Favour: But all this Addrefs prov’d in- 
effectual. 

However in 1582. his Sequeftration and Sufpenfion were 
taken off, and after his Submiffion, the Archbifhop made this 
following farther Confeffion and Declaration of himfelf; 
“© That being advertis’d of the Caufe of her Majefty’s Offence, 
“and of her gracious Inclination towards him,upon his humble . 

-  Submiffion, he doth confefs, that he is moft heartily forry 
“ that her Majefty hath been offended at him, as a matter 
‘© more grievous to him than any worldly Calamity. And tho’ 
“* he refus’d to exercife her Majefty’s Commandment, by rea- 


“© fon of fcruple of Confcience,which mov’d him to think - 
“* the 
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“ the Exeresfes might have been in fome Points reform’d, and 
‘© fo continued 5 and underftanding that her Majefty therein, 
«« did ufe the Advice and Allowance of certain Bifhops, his 
“Brethren, who, by likelyhood, certifi’d, that they in their 
« own Diocefes found the fame more hurtful than profitable: 
“ In and for that he-is perfwaded, that her Majefty had here- 
“ in a fincere and godly meaning to the Quietnefs of her Peo- 
« ple; and that alfo her Commandment was not againft po- 
“ fitrive Law or Conftitution of the Realm, he cannot but 
“ think and fpeak honourably and dutifully of her Majefties 
“ doings, as of a godly Prince meaning. well of the Church 
“ and her People in this her Majefties Dire&tion and Com- 
** mandment. And ashe is moft heartily forry, that he hath 
“ incurred her Majefty’s grievous Offence, for not obferving 
“ that her Commandment, fo doth he moft humbly and low- 
“ ly befeech her Highnefs,not to impute the fame to any ob- 
“ ftinate Intent, meaning to difobey her Majefty ; but only 
“ thac he was then mov’d in Confcience to be an humble Sui- 
tor to her Majefty, to be fpar’d from being the fpccial In- 
“ ftrument in fuppreffing the faid Excrcifes. And to the In- 
“ tent her Majefty may think, that he meant no Difobedience 
‘© in any Maintenance of them, to continve contrary to her 
“ Commindment, he doth pray her Majefty to be truly infor- 
“* med, how he himfetf didin his own Bifhoprick, and oitlier 
“ peculiar JurifdiGions, fuffer no fuch Exercifes to be ufed, af- 
“ ter the Time of her Majefty’s faid Commandment, 

On the Sixth of Fuly, 1583. this Great Man dy d, and was 
buried, according to his Defire, in the Chancel of Croydon- 
Church; and on the South-fide of the Communion-Table, a- 
painft the Wall, is his Effigics in Stone, lying at length, rais’d 
a pretty heighth from the Ground ; his Hands in the Pofture 
of Praying ; his Eyes having a kind of White in the Pupil, to 
denote the BlindnefS he was feiz’d with a little time before 
his Death ; a comely Face; along black Beard, fomewhat 
forked and fomewhat curling; velfted in his Doétor’s Robes. 
Mr. Strype gives us his Epitaph, whichis large, and expreflive 
of the Sentiments which the World had of him; but Icannor 
prefent the Reader with it in this place; as neither with any 
Particulars of his Laft Will and Feftament,which he made on 
the 8th of AZzy, 1583. only | cannot pafs this by, that he left 
her Majefty for a Legacy, Srevens’s New Teftament, ° an 
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‘Argument of his Dutyful and Loving Heart towards he; 
Highnefs 5 which, fays Mr, Serype, was a lovely Royal Pre. 
fent, not only in-refpeé of the Book it felf, whofe Author is 
the King of Kings, and Lord‘of Lords, but in Regard of the 
Print, being one of the fineft and correcteft Editions of the 
New Teftament that ever was. 

Mr. Strype {pends the two laft Chapters of the Work before 
ns, in Obfervations upon Archbikhop Grindal; In which, a. 
mong other Particulars, he obferves, That he was of a mild 
and fubdu’d Temper, and friendly Difpofition ; in his De. 
portment courteous and affable, mot touchy, nor foon 
angry; well-fpoke and eafy of Accefs ; always obliging in his 
Carriage ; Joving and grateful to his Servants, and of a free 
and liberal Heart. His Fear of God, and fincere Love of Re. 
ligion, evidently appear’d in his willingly foregoing of his own 
Country, his Eafe, his Prefidentfhip in Pembroke-Hall, his good 
Prebends in the Churches of St. Pawl’s and Weftminffer, and 
all his Preferments and Hopes; and living Abroad in a ftrange 
Land, that he might preferve.his Confcience, and ferve God 
in Purity and Truth; chearfully comporting with narrower 
and ftraiter Circumftances of Living. 

He was a great Preacher in K. Edward the Vith’s Time, 
and at the Beginning of Q. Eizabeth’s Reign, when the Pro- 
teftant Religion was to be declar’d and inculcated to the Peo- 
ple, he was one of the chief imployd for that Purpofe in the 
Pulpit of St. Paui’s, and before the Queen and Nobility. 

And whereas upon his firft coming from Exile, he fcrupld at 
being made a Bifhop, by reafon of the Habits and Rites which 
he muft comply with,if he bore that Character in the Church; 
when once his own ferious Gonfiderations, and the Arguments 
of Bullinger and Peter Martyr, had perfwaded him that many 
things, tho’ Inconveniencies, oughtto be born with, for the 
Church’s Peace and Safety; whenever any, for thefe external 
Matters in Religious Worfhip, made Seditions, and brake 
the Church’s Quiet, he thought himfelf bound, asa faithful 
and careful Overfeer of the Church of Chrift in Exg/and, when 
all his mild Perfwafions and Arguments prov’d incffe@ual, to 
profecute the Refufers, and to ufe the feverer Methods war- 
vanted by the Laws againft them. 

As to the Exercifes which were the occafion of his incurring 
the Queens Difpleafure, his value for’em proceeded intirely 

from 
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from the Service they were really of to the Church: His great 
Labours in his high Station were to remove the Ignorance 
and Sloth of the Clergy, to further the Priefts and Curates 
in Knowledge, and to provoke them to the Study of the 
Scriptures 3 and he thought no way more apparently effe@u- 
al to the Attainment of thefe Ends, than the Encouragement 
of the Exercifes, which he cook care to reform from all A- 
bufes, and which’ he coud never be prevali’d with, to havea 
dire& hand in putting down, tho’ he own’d at laft, that the 
Queen her felf might do it out of a good and pious Inten- 
tion, 

And Laftly, As to his Conduct towards the Puritans of thofe 
Times, twas vifibly truly reafonable and Chriftian; he had 
labour’d under fome Difficulties, with relation to the Points 
in debate himfelf, and it was fome time e’er he was wholly 
recoucil’d to the then Ecclefiaftical Conftitution ; he therefore 
made Allowances for fuch as were in his own former Circum- 
ftances, endeavouring to convince ’em by Reafon, and allow- 
ing Time to wear ouc their Prejudices and Prepofleffions ; but 
when he found any obftinate, perverfe, and petulantly trou- 
blefom to the Church eftablifh’d, he fail’d not to profecute 
em, according as the Law direéted ; nay, and to give Advice 
to the Privy-Council themfelves, what meafures of whole/om 


Severity to take with ‘em, 
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Truth defended, and Boldnefs in Error rebuk’d : Or, @ Vind;. 
cation of thofe Chriftian Commentators who have expounded fome 
Prophecies of the Meflias not to be meant only of him, Being a 
Confutation of part of Mr. Whifton 5 Book entitled, The AC 
complifhment of Scripture-Prophecies 5 wherein he pretends 
to diftrove all Duphciry of Senfe in Prophecy: Towhich is [ubjoi- 
ned an Examination of bis Hypothe/isy Toat our Savicur afcended 
up into Heaven feveral times after his Refurrettion, And inbith 
there are fome Remarks upon cther Effays of the faid Authir, and 
likewife in an Appendix, and aPoftfcript- Witha large Pres 
face. By Nicholas Clagget, D. D, Archdeacon of Sudbury. 
London: Printed for W. Rogers, at the Sun, and J. Pem- 
berton, at tbe Buck and Sun, overagainft St. Dunftan’s Chur<l: 
in Fleet-ftreet. 1710. 8VO. p. 324. 


T is weil known by all that have feen Mr. Wiffon’s Boy'e’s 

Leéture-Sermons, that one of the great Principles he pro- 
ceeds upon, in the Explication of Prophetical Scripture, is 
this, ‘“* That the Style and Language of the Prophets is always 
‘“¢ fingle and determinate, and not capable of thofe double 
“ Intentions, and Typical Interpretations, which moft of our 
“ late Chriftian Expofitors are fo full of upon all occafions. ” 
This Notion, our Author obferves, he is extremely fond of, 
with relation to the Prophectes of the Meffias; and to make 
way for its Eftablifhment, endeavours to run down all the 
Chriftian Commentators, who have gone upon the contrary 
Hypothefi: ; and to perfwade the World, thatthe Comments 
that they have hitherto writ upon the Prophetical Parts of 
Scripture, are vain, empty, and ridiculous. 

Inoppofition to this Principle, our Author undertakes in 
the Work before us, Firf#, To demonftrate that there are 
fome Prophecies of the Adcffias, which carry adouble fenfe with 
‘em: Secondly, To fhew, that it is beftand fitteft, that there 
fkould, be Prophecies of the Mejias of that fort, befides the Pro- 
phecies of the other kind ; and to confider Mr. Whiffon’s Ob- 
jections to the contrary: And, Thirdly, to examine and an- 
fwer his other Arguments againft all double Senfe in Prophe- 
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cy, which he calls Demonftrations. Before our Author comes 
to the former of thefe Heads, he gives usa Colleétion of the 
Prophecies of the Mejias, of the fingle fort,which were meant 
of none but him, fuch as Gen. xii. 3. Chap. xlix.1o. Deut. xviii. 
15, Gc. in number twenty five; not that he pretends this 
for acompleat Lift of the fingle-fens’d Prophecies, but he has 
here put fo many together, as may be fufficient to fhew, that 
the greateft part of the Prophecies of the Meffias, are fingle, 
and confequently, that Mr. Whifton had little Reafon to ex- 
claim in his Book, with fo much Heat, againft the Interpre. 
ters of Prophecies in a double Senfe, as if the allowing of any 
fuch Prophecies fo mightily weaken’d the Proofs of the Truth 
of Chriftianity from Prophecy ; when indeed the Prophecies 
of that fort are few in comparifon of the other. 

Our Author gives next a Collection of Prophecies of the Adef- 
fias, that were not meant only of him; viz. Numbers xxiv.17. 
Pfalm ii. 1,2, 3. in number eleven, Aad here he attempts to 
fhew, That thefe Prophecies of the Aéefias have a double 
Senfe; that in fome of them he is joyn’d with fingle Perfons, 
in one with a whole Nation or People,and in another with all 
Mankind: And he begins with thofe Prophecies of the Me/- 
fias, in which he is join’d with fingle Perfons, of whom there 
are four he is join’d with in Prophetical Scripture, viz. David 
and Solomon, Maber-{halal-hafh-baz and Ifaiah. I fhall prefent 
the Reader with the Explication our Author gives of twoor 
three of thefe Prophecies, for a Specimen of the whole of his 
Performances of this kind ; leaving the Curious to confult the 
Book it felf, for the Faults he finds with Mr. Whiffon’s Expli- 
cations of the fame, which woud take up too much room in 
this Place. 

The firft double-fensd Prophecy which our Author ex. 
plains, is that contain’d in Numbers xxiv.17. J hall fee him, but 
not now; I (hall behold kim, but mot nigh ; there fhall come a ftar 
out of Facob, and afcpter {hall rife out of I/rael, and {hall (mite the 
corners of Moab, and deftroy all the children of Seth, “fews aud 
Chrifians, our Author obferves do agree, that this Paflage is 
a Prophecy of the Adejias; and that it is.a clear Prophecy of 
David, and {peaks of him too, is confefs'd by fome of both : 
The Star meant, that fhou’d come out of Facob, and the Sceprer 
that fhou’d rife out of i/rael; as likewife he that fhoud come out 
Jacob, who fhoud have dominion, asin the r9th werje, was 
Aaaz2 firft 
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firtt David, and afterwards the Meffias, the Son of David: 
Andaccordingly, in this one and the fame Prophecy here isa 
double Event foretold, anearer, anda more remote Event ; 
which two different Events are diftin@ly mentioned in the later 
Wordsof the Prophecy : For the nearer Event foretold, which 
yet was not nigh,being fome hundred of Years off, was,that the 
Star and Scepter arifing out of I/rael fhou’d fmite the Corners 
of Moab; the more remote Event was,That he fhou'd defroy, 
or rather (as Lifhop Patrick obferves it is better render’d) 
fhou’d exercife rule over all the children of Sheth: “Now the for- 
mer Particular foretold, the fmiting of AZoab is to be attribu- 
ted to David, in whom it was fo notably fulfill’d, 2 Sam. viii. 
2. Pfalm\x. 8. and cviii.9. The Later to the Meffias, who 
was to have the Power and Dominion given him, not only o- 
ver the Jfraclites, but over all Mankind; for univerfal Domi- 
minion did not belong to the Star and Scepter, as meant of 
David; nor Vitory over Moab, in particular, to the Star and 
' Scepter, as meant of Chriff. 

But to make this Poiut clearer ftill, our Author obferves, 
That before Baalam had finifhed his Parables, and left Balak, 
God mov’d him to proptefy of Chrift, that thereby he might 
fuggeft the reafon why God wou’d by no means fuffer him to 
eurfe and defy J/rael , fays he, There halt come a Star out of ‘Fa- 
cob, anda feepier (hall rife out of Ifrael: That is, the Ifraclires 
were God’s peculiar chofen People, and blefs’d above all the 
World; becaufe he had determined the Great Meffias fhou’d 
defcend from their Stock or Nation: Now therefore Bazlam, 
inftead of curfing the //ra-/trer, that the Moabites might dif- 
comfit them, as Balak wowd fain have had him, prophefy'd E- 
vilagainft Acad in the Reign of a certain King of J/rael; and 
at the fame time, being direGed by the Prophetic Spirit. gave 
forth the reafon why the J/raetites were by no means to be 
curs’d, and he coud prophefy no better things concerning 
Moab, viz. becaufe the Jraelites were the blefled People of 
whom the A4-/fias fhou’'d come. 

Here then in Baalam’s Prophecy of the effias, as there 
was another Perfon meant befides him, fo withal the Reafon 
of the double Senfe feems manifeft: The svar and Scepter was 
ultimately and chiefly the Mefias, but was to be fome body 
elfe firft: that is to fay, There fhou'd arife a vi€torious King 
of Yracl, that hhou’d intirely fubdue the AZeabites, to make ’em 
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fabject to the U/raelites: For why? They muft needs bea Na- 
tion fuperiour to Moab, the J/raelites being a People peculiar- 
ly refpected, favour’d and honourd for that very reafon, be- 
caufe out of them, at length, the moft Illuftrious Governour 
was to come, eventhe Adjias himfelf, the Star and Scepter ; 
of whom David the Conqueror of Adoab was but a Type; and. 
in whom the Prophecy fhou’d be far more emineatly fulfill’d. 
This our Author looks upon as a full and clear Explication of 
Bealam’s Prophecy of the Meffias, when inftead of curfing the. 
Ifraelites, that they might be over-run by the Moabites, he 
prophefy’d Ruin to the Aoabires from a Prince of Irae), Mr.. 
Whifton not only denies this Prophecy any double Interpreta- 
tion, but makes it a Prediction of our Saviour’s fecond Co- 
ming to Judgment at the great Refurrection; but our Author 
endeavours to confute what he offers upon this Prophecy in. 
feveral Pages. 

The third fingle Perfon with whom our Author obferves, 
that the Ad fias is join’d in Prophecy, is Mab:r-fhalal-bafh-baz, 
to wit, inthat moft important and remarkable Prediction, 
Maiab, vii. 14,15, 16. Therefore the Lord himfelf fhal! give you a 
Sign: Bebold a Virgin fhall conceive and bear a fun, and hall call 
bis name Immanuel; Butter and honey fhal! he cat, that he may. 
huow to refufe the evil-andchufethe good ; for before the cbitd fhall 
know torefufe the evil and chufe the gocd, the land that thou abbor- 
reft fhall be forfaken of both ber K:ng:. 
_ Our Author here makes ufe ot part of Mr. Whifton's Words, 
in the Account he gives us of this matter.. The Cafe was this ; 
“ About the beginning of the Reign of Abaz K. of Fudab, Re- 
* 237 K. of Syria, and Pekah the Son of Remaliab, KK of Iracl, 
“* united their Forces againft baz and the Kingdom of 
** Fudab. ‘Upon which the Houfe of David were fore afraid, 
i as dreading their utter Excifion, together with the intire 
2 Deftruction of the Kingdom of Fudab. Upon this Ged or- 
. ders Haiab to go and meet the Kingof Fudah, King Abaz, | 
: and to affure the King and his People, that if they would 
bh: depend on God, and rely upon his Providence, the 
hi Vraelites » who were now confederate with the Syrians 
s againit them, fhou’d he fo far from being able to ex- 
<, erminate the Houfe of David, and deftroy the King- 

dom of Fxd.hb, that both thofe Kingdoms fhou'd foon be de. 


* ftroy'd themfelves.” And becaule of the Confternation 
the: 
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the Houfe of David was under at that Jun@ure, to aflure 4. 
haz the more that he fhould be defended, and receive no hurt 
from the two Kings that were confederate againft him, God 
was pleas’d to offer hima Sign, leaving it to him, to ask one 
in all the Machine of this vifible World, either in the depth, or 
én the beighth above, and it fhould be given him: But Abaz 
was fo impious and perverfe, asto refufe to ask a Sign, pre. 
tending that he wonld not rempe the Lord, whereupon the 
Lord fent Haiab to expoftulate with Abaz, and to give him 
cne himfelf: For the Prophet faid to Ahaz, or rather, to the 
Royal Family of Fudah; Hear ye now, O Houfe of David, 1: it 
a [mall thing for you to weary wacn, but will ye weary my Ged a'[s? 
Theiefore the Lord himlelf fhall give you a Signs Behold a Virgin 
fhall conceive, Oc. 

Here, our Author obferves, the Sign of Deliverance given 
to Abcz, without his asking it, yea, upon his Refufal to ask 
any, is a Prophecy of the Holy Child, and of another Child, 
a Prophecy of a Child that fhould be born in J/aiab’s and A- 
haz’s Time, and of a Child that fhou’d not be born ’till fome 
Hundred Years after: A Prophecy, that within the Time that 
a Virgin fhowd marry, and conceive, and bring forth, and the 
Child fhould be grown to diftinguifh between Good and Evil, 
Abaz fhowd be deliver’d from the two Kings h€é dreaded : And 
a Prophecy, That a Virgin, whilft a Virgin, fhou’dconceive, 
and bring forth a Son for the Deliverance of Mankind: A 
Prophecy of the Birth of a Child to be call’d Immanucl, in To- 
ken of God’s Prefence with Ahaz, and the Houle of David; 
and a Prophecy of a wonderful Child to be called Immanuel, 
who fhou’d be God Incarnate, and therefore God with us. A 
Prophecy of a Child, that might well be call’d Jamanne by 
Name, from the providential Reafon and Signification of his 
Birth ; who*yet fhou’d have another Name of Diftinction gi- 
ven him, even Maher-(halal-hafh-baz, ch. viii. v. 3. Anda Pro- 
phecy of a Child, that fhou’d be Immanuel by Nature, and 
therefore might well be fo call’d, from the proper Character 
of his Perfon, whofe inftituted, fixed Name, neverthelefs, to 
diftinguifh him from other Men, fhould be Fe/us, Matt. i. 23, 
25. Surely, continues our Author, a Prophecy of this Na- 
ture carry’d a double Senfe with it ; forif the Child, in the 
15th and 16th Verfes, be the fon foretold in the 14th, that is, 
af the Child, that fhould eat butter and honey, that he might 


know 
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know to refuse the evil and chufe the good, ard before whofe 
knowing torcfufe the evil, and chufe the good, theland Abaz ab- 
horred fhould be forfaken of both her Kings, be the Child Inimanucl, 
as one wou’d think he muft be, fromthe natural Run of the 
Words, then itis paft all Difpute, that the Senfe is double ; 
becaufe the Prophecy of Jmmanwel is moft certainly a Prophe- 
cy of the Mi ffias. 

Our Author proceeds, to anfwer the Exceptions which 
Mr. Whiffox makes againft this Interpretation, and to fhew the 
Weaknefs and Vanity of the Senfe which he wou'd put upon 
this Prophecy ; and this takes him up aconfiderable number 
of Pages, the Subf{tance of which cannot be tranferib’d into 
this Place. [ fhall conclude what he fays upon this Head, 
with what he makesthe Sum of this Prophecy before us, as: 


containing both Senfes, wiz. 

Abaz was terribly afraid of Rezia and Pekab, who threate 
ned the Subverfion of his Kingdom, and the Deftru@ion of 
the Houle of Davia : For thefe iwo Kings had agreed and 
combin'd together, and fully refolv’d to depofe King Abaz 
and to put an End to, David’s Line, and to fet up a Ne Mes 
Royal Family in Jadab, by makiag a Stranger and a Foreign. — 
er, the Son of one Tadeel, King in the midff of it, fa.vii. 6. And 
this Prophecy was to give 4baz Exfe ia fuch his Perplexity. 
Now as here was a double Seafe inthis Prophecy, fo the Pro- 
phecy was a double Sign of shaz’s Deliverance, and a double 
Security againit his utter Ruin by Rearz or Pekah, or any one 
elie. The. Promife of Maher fhalal-bafh-baz, the Son of the 
Prophetefs, chap. vili. was a Security to Abaz, that he fhou’d 
be rid of histwo.Oppreflors within two or three Years. The 
Promife of the Adefizs, if Adaz underftoed the Prophecy in 
that Senfe, muft be a certain Sign to him, that the Tribe of 
Judah and Family of David, muft be preferv’d and ftand, and 
cou’d not utterly fail for feveral Centuries; becaufe ict con’ 
hot be totally fubverted and deftroy'd before the Coming of 
the Mofiias, according to Faccb’s old Prophecy, that the Scep. 
fhould not depart from Fudab, nor a Law-giver fiom between his 
feet, till Shiloh carwe 3 or *till 2manucd was born of a Virgin of 
Judah, for a feventy Years Captivity did not extinguith that 
Tribe and Family. Whentherefore baz thought of the Pro. 
phecy, in the firft Senfe he could do no lefs than expeét De- 


liverance from his two Enemics in a fhort time; if he thoughs 
of 














376 The Works of the Learnen, 


of, and duly confider’d the Prophecy in a Myftical Senfe, he 
had reafon then to be comfortably aflur’d, that nothing cou’d 
extinguifh the Houfe of David, before thecoming of the A‘ze/- 
fias; andhe might have defy'dall the Powers of the World. 

| have net room to take Notice hereof our Author’s Expli- 
cation of any of thofe Prophecies which join the Adcfias with 
Solomm or Jaiab, with the whole Nation of the Jaws, or with 
all Mankind; the Reader muit confult the Work before us 
for thefe Matters, He concludes what he offers upon this Heed 
withthefe Words: “ Thus have t produc'd, out of the Scrip. 
* tures of the Oid Teftament, various Prophecies of the 
“" Meffias, or Prophecies at Ieaft relatiag to him, which do 
‘© clearly carry with them a Dupiicity of Senfe. And I leave 
*€ Mr. Whiffon to judge whether he had reafonto fay, That dow. 
** ble Senfes and Typical Interpretations are never to be prov'd by 
“¢ Chriftians, I conceive they are abundautly provd: And 
*¢ shere is another thing alfo which may be prov’d by Chri- 
“* ftians, viz. That it were beft there fhou’d be fome Prophe- 
“ cies of that fort, befides the others. 

This is our Author’s Second General Head, levell'd agaiat 
Mr. -Vbi/ton’s Declarations, That double Senfes of Prophecies 
- are Miftakes of a pernicious Nature; That they are Hindran- 
ces of free Reafon upon the Prophetic Writings, Obfta- 
cles and Stumbling-Blocks lying in the way of the Coaver- 
fion of the fews, Frauds and Sophifms, &c. Now if there are 
divers fuch Prophecies, our Author infers, that it was certain- 
_ ly beft that fuch Prophecies there fhould be 3 and confequent- 
ly all thefe Pretenfions of Mr. Whiffon againft em mult of 
courfe fall to the Ground. He fhews farther, That Duplicity 
of Senfe in fome Prophecies was beft and fitteft ; That the 
Teftimony of Prophecy is ftrengthned by the various Ways 
of Prophecy; That double Senfes in Prophecy are no Hin- 
drances of the Converfion of the fews, they being no Stran- 
gers to double Senfes in Prophecy ; That fome Prophecies are 
loft to the Fews, without the Allowance of a double Senfe in 
them ; That thereis no Danger of a Multiplication of Events, 
by Enthufiafts, from the Allowance of double Senfes in Pro- 
phecy ; That in double-fens’d Prophecies the AZcfias is not 
meant Secondarily, but Primarily; @c. Upon each of thefe 
Particulars our Author is pretty large ; but I have not room 


¢o tranfcribe what he offers upon any of ’em into this Place. 
In 
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Jn the Third and Laft Place, our Author comes to examin 
gudantwér Mt. Whiffon’s other Arguments ayainft: all double 
senfe in»Brophecy, which‘he calls Dewmonftrations, viz. Firff; 
That more than one Senfe in a Prophecy is unnatural. Secondly, 
That there are not the leaft Footfteps of fuch a Thing, as a 
double Senfe of a Prophecy, in the Writings of the Evange- 
lifts and Apoftles, And, Thadly; That the Fathers are utter 
‘Strangers to it. Our Author makes it his Bufinefs to flew 
the contrary to.all thefe Aflertionsto be true: And, in parti- 
cular, he is large in making it appear, that the Fathers were 
very far from being Strangers to a double Senfe in the Pro- 
phecies; and that the Duplicity of Senfe in fome of them 
was the current Doétrineof the Primitive Times: Concluding 
what he advances upon this Sube& with thefe Words: “ Pér. 
“@ haps fora Writer, he is one of tle moft venturefom Men 
“that ever put Pento Paper; and one would think, 
“ he may dare to do any thing. Yet, fays he, I dare by 
« no means depend at all upon this double Senfe;‘ upon which 
‘« {9 great a Strefs has been of late laid by Chriftian Wri- 
%' ters.” Alas.a-day ! There his Courage quite fails him, and 
he muft be excus’d: He loves dearly to advance new and 
“ ftrange Things; and in that kind he ventures without 
“ Fear or Wit; but as for a.plain Point in Divinity, 4com- 
mon Do@rine of Chriftian Writers, truly, ‘it ‘can’by no 
“means go down with him3; and fo the fqueamifh Gentle- 
“man rains at Gnats, and fwallows Camels. 

Next, in ofder, follows a Confutation of Mr. Whiftcn’s Hy- 
pothefis of the frequent Afcenfions of Chrift after his Refur- 
teGion; which he firft publifh’d at the End of his Le€ures, 
and afterwards defended in a Difcourfe amongft his late Ser- 
‘mons and Eflays:: And whereas Mr. Whifton has taken the 
Liberty to fay,. in his Advice about the Study of Divinity, 
That the divinely infpir’d Books appear moft plainiy to have 
Detn fubje& to the fame Diforders of Copies, ‘'Miftakes of 
Tranftribers, Lofles of fome Parts, and other the ‘like Acci: 
dents, which are incident to all other Ancient Writings what- 
foever; which he has alfo more than once inculcated in his 
Le@ure-Sermons: Our Author has added an Appendix againft 
this wild Hypothefis, which he calls Brief Remarks upon one 
of Mr. Whisten’s Notes, in his DireGions for the Method of 
‘the ‘Study of Divinity: Or, a Diflertation soacerHite 
Bb the 
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the Integrity and)Purity of the Holy Scriptures.’ Thefe things 
Lhave' but: r6om barely to mention in this Place: And asito 
the Preface, tho’ it confifts of feventy ifive Pages;- 1 can give 
no Account of ir here; the curious and inquifitive Reader muft 
be referr’d to the Book it felf, in all thefe Cafes, and in the 
Explications of the Prophecies, whicl.:I havenot been able 
to take Notice of, for full and particular SatisfaGion, 

t of rH) eodem rohivA wO 
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Additional Annotations to the New Teftament ; with Seven Dif. 
courfes.5-and an Appendix, Entir?'d, Examen variaotium Le 


&ionum, ,o-c. Or; az. Examination of the various Readings in 
Dr. Mills’s New Tefeament.. . By Daniel Whitby, D. D. and 
Chantor of the Church of Sarum.,London: Printed for A. and 
J. Churchill, a: the Black Swan in Pater-no-fter-Row. 1710. 


Folio, Annotations, &¢, p. 136. Append. p.100. 


, H:O* it may be thought unfair dealing, to make confi- 


a derable Additions to a Book twice or thrice reprinted, 
becaufe it ufually renders all the former Editions imperfect and 
deficient,;,.Dr., Wbithy has endeavour’d to contrive the matter 
fo, that he who has thefe Supplementary. Additions, may have 
the Subftance of thewhole, whatever Edition he hath bought 
already. He has alfo made. an Index of thofe Additions, 
that, by infpeéting it, the Reader may eafily perceive, whe- 
ther any thing confiderable may farther be expected from thefe 


as ed lo, bod ons te DyRilded DF od shai 
“The Seven Difcourfes referr’d to in the Title, are, Fi , 
A Diflertation concerning the Baptifm of Infants, on Aart. 
XXVill..19. Secondly, An Anfwer to Mr. Whiffon’s Difcourfe 
on Matt. xxiv. Third/y, An Examination of his Difcourfe con- 
cerning Abiather the, High Prieft,; mentioned in Adark ii, 26. 
Fourthly, A. Difcourfe concerning the Imputation of Chrift’s 
perfec Righteoufnefs to us for Righteoufnef§ or Juftification. 
Fifitl;, A Defence of a Paflage in the Preface to the Epiftleto 
the Galatians. Sixthly, A Difcourfe, enquiring whether the 
Apoftles in their Writings fpake, as conceiving, that the 
Day of Judgment might. be in their Days. And, Sevenrbly, A 
Parallel betwixt the Apoftacy of the Semifh, and the Papal 
Astichrift. 

In 
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| In the'Dilfertation concerning Infant-Baptifm, Dr. Whitby 
js large in making itappear, Fé-ft, That there is nothing in 
Matt. xxviii. 19. or any other Paflages of Scripture, which 
proves that Infants are incapable of Chriftian Baptifm: And 
Secondly, That this Commiffion delivered to the Apoftles, is 
Virtually a Commiffion to baptize the Children of believing 
Parents, or of Parents making a vifible Profeffion of the Chri- 
ftian Faith. Toremove the Arguments offer’d againft the 
Baptifm of Infants, from their fuppos'd Incapacity to be fit 
Subjeéts of that Ordinance, our Author afferes, 

Firf, That no Argument taken from the Baptifm us’d by 
the Baptift, or our Lord’s Difciples, can be fufficient to prove, 
that Infants of believing Parents are to be'excluded from Chri- 
ftian Baptifm. Secondly, That as the Incapacity of an infant, 
for doing that which is requir’d of an adult Perfon to Salvati- 
on, cannot render an Infant dying fo, incapable of Salvation, 
fo neither can it render him incapable of Baptifm,that he can’t 
‘do all that is requir’d of an adult Perfon; nor yetowningChrift, 
in order to’ his Baptifm. 7Third'y, That a prefent locapacity, 
as to fome Ends of Baptifm, cannot render the Children of 
believing Parents unfic for, or incapable of Baptifm, provided 
they be capable of fome other Ends of that Ordinance: That 
they are capable of fome Ends of this Ordinance, the Dr. 
fhews at large. And then adds, Ayly That no Objections 
can be valid, againft the Right of Infants, born of Chrifian 
_ Parents, to Chriftian Baptifm, which equally deftroys the 

Right cf Fewifh Infants to Circumcifion; becaufe they, by Di- 
vine Inftitution, had a Right to Circumcifion. What our Au- 
thor advances in Proof of all, or any of thefe Propofitions, I 
cannot fo much as hint ac in this Place. 

The Difcourfe concerning the Imputation of Chrift’s perfe& 
RighteoufnefS, or Obedience to the Law, to us, for Righte- 
oufnefs, or Juftification, is levell’d againft the eighth Article 
of Bithop Beveridge’s Private Therghts ; a Book which has gone 
through too many Impreffions, ia a fhort Time, not tobe fuf- 
ficiently known to; however it may be approv’d of by, the 
Learned World. Inthis Difcourfe, Dr. Whitby proves at 
large, That this [mputation, as ftated by Bifhop Bereric’ge, 
has no Foundation inthe Holy Scriptures; but that it is ex- 
‘prefly contrary both to Reafon and Scripture too, He gives 

us firft the Bifhop’s. Sentiments at large upon this Subjc@, in 
hisown Words, and from them deduces fome very firange 
Bbb 2 Conte- 
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Confequences, which I fhall take leave to prefent thé Reaier 
with. A001 | , FP ial 

Firft, He obferves, That.in Bifhop Beveridge’s Scheme, we 
have a God co-equal and co-eflential with the Father; and 
who depends not on him, either for his Exiftence or his A@i- 
ons ; and therefore is not God of God, but plainly another 
God, exifting and acting independently on the Father. See 
condly, That we have this God independent in Exiftence, 
which is the fame as Effence,and A@ions onthe Father, bound 
to do fo much as the Father, whereas all Obligation arifing 
from a Law, to which the Perfon bound is fubje&, by whole 
Law muft this co-equal Perfon be bound todo fo much? Thirdly, 
That this independent God .is faid to fupererogate, by. doing 
more than he was bound to do.. Whereas Supererogation fup- 
pofes the Perfon fupererogating. under a Command, and ex- 
ceeding the virtuous Aétion commanded. And if fo, the Dr. 
asks, How can he, who is independent on any, both as to 
Exiftence and Aétions, be fubje&t to the Commands of ano- 
ther ? Befides, Fhat feeing the Father was not bound to 
create the World, or fend his Son to be the Saviour of it; or 
to do any other thing which was not neceflary, from the Per- 
fection of his Nature to perform, why muft not hein all thefe 
Ain {upererogate, as well as his Co-equal Independent 
Son: : i? 
Afer thefe and fach like Difficulties, which fufficiently clogg 
Bifhop Beveridge’s Scheme, Dr. Whitby proceeds to examine: 
all the Propofitions diftin@ly, upon which the Bifhop grounds 
his Hypothefis ; as, First, ‘6 That-Chrift covenanted with the 
“* Father, that he would take pon him ;the Obedience which 
“* was due from Man to him, ‘fo that whatfoever he fhou’d 
*¢ do, fhou’d-be wholly'on the account.of Man, and that to 
** this Motion the Father was pleas’d to.confent.” Here the 
Dr. obferves, ‘That this: Propofition is founded on a Chimeri- 
“cal Covenant betwixt God the Father,and the Son, of which 
there is not the leaft Jéem in the Holy Scrpture; and thatit 
is in the Nature of the thing impoffible, and in the Immedi- 
ate Confequences of it, irreligious. 

Secondly, “ That Chrift by his ative Obedience to God's 
“¢ moral and ceremonial Laws, fulfill’d. the Will.of bis Father 
© inobeying what he had commanded,” And here Dr. Whitby 
asks, Does he mean. what the Father had perfona/ly comman- 


dedhim? If fo, Chrift himfelf muft lye under a Perfonal Ob- 
ligation 
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figation to'fulfil:both the moral and the.cergmonial Law $ and 
{o in doing this, he cow’d do only what'he-himfelf: was com- 
manded to do, and cowd not merit‘for another: If he mean 
what the Father had not commanded him ; but only had re- 
quired us to obey, then can he not herein properly be faid to 
fave‘obey'd at all ; Obedience, of neceflity, importing »rela- 
tion to a Command. laid upon him, who is obedient ; ‘and 
much lefs-cou’d he fulfll that Command which was.never given - 
tohim. But Ihave not room to tranfcribe hither any more 
Particulars ; but muft leave the Reader, for a full Confutation - 
of this Scheme-of Divinity, which Bifhop Beveridge has ad- 
vanc’d in his Private Thoughts, toa ferious Perufal of the Dif- - 
courfe before us in Dr. Whitby’s Book it felf. Oa | 

I fhall only obferve, That ia a fhort Preface to this Difcourfe, 
our Author affures us, that he did not write it witha Defign . 
to infult the Charaéter of Bifhop Beversdge,but purely in order . 
to examin one Article of his Private’ Thoughts, which, in-his 

udgment, is of evil confequence to the Souls of Men. .He 
adds, That he coud have refle@ed upon twenty other Paflages, — 
which ought to have kept thefe Thoughrs {till prevate: But 
what he hasfaid upon:this Article, he looks upon fufficient to 
fhew, that they are not fo perfe@ and.correét, as to be juftly 
deem’d a Standard of the Trath of Dottrines, which their. quick 
Diftribution thro’out Engiind, in fo fhort a Time, woud 
tempt one to believe fome People take em to be. 

In his Seventh and Laft Difcourfe, which isa Parallel be- 
twixt the Fewifh and the Papal Antichrift, in their Apoftacy 
‘from and Corruption of the Doétrine deliver’d to them, Dr. 
Whitby, having before given his Conjecture, That the Fewsfh 
Church with their Rulers, were the Antichrift mention‘d by 
St. Paulin his fecond Epiftle to the Theffalonians, endeavours 
‘to fhew at large how the Apoftacy of the Fews, when they 
were deferted by God,refembled and ran parallel to the Apo- 
Itacy of the Roman Church,when fhe began in like manner to a- 
poftatize from,and‘to corrupt the Chriftian Faith, viz. In their 
Pretenfions to Infallibility, Oral Tradition, Reception of A- 
pocryphal Books into the Canon of Scripture, @c. which I 
have notroom as much as to mention in this Place. Neither 
can I'tranfcribe hither any of the Dr’s Additional Notes upon 
Part of Paflage in the New Teftament. His Examination of 
Dr. MJils’s various Readings, I may have Occafion to take forme 


Notice of in the next Monthly Account. Th 
é 
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HOLLAN D. 
: Iftoire du Prince Eraftus, fils de  Empereur Dioeletien 
A Paris, chez Pierre Ribou.1710. grand in 120, p. 480, 
gros*Caractere. Et fe trouve 4 Amfterdam,ches Pierre Mortier 

“L Excellence dela Foi, & de fes Effets expliquée en Vint 
Sermons fur ‘le Chapitre to de le Epitre aux Ebrenx, Pro. 
noncez. 4 Utrecht, dansles Anuees 1708, & 1709. Par David 
Martin, Miniftre du S. Evangile. A Amfterdam, chez Pierre 
Brunel 1710: -in Svo. Tom. 1. p. $83. Tom. 2. p. 652. gros 
Caraétére, O19; Pon 

_ La Difcipline Ectlefiaftique des Eglifes Reformées de. France 
avec les Obfervations des Synodes Nationaux fur tous fez Ar. 
ticles. A‘quoi-Pon a joint la Conformité de la dite Difcipline 
avec celle dez anciens Chretiens.. Et Difcipline du Synode de 
Dordrecht! A. Amfterdam, ches Jaques Desbordes: 1710, 
1n-4/0, p: 39K. 2! ‘Fos fi Bd ee . 
-° Elemens des Mathematiques, ou Traite de la Grandeur en 
‘General quicomprend Il’ Arithmetique, l’ Abrége, I’ Analyfe, 
& les Principes de toutes les Sciences, qui ont la Grandeut 
pour objet. Parle R. P. Bernard Lamy, Pretre de I’ Oratoire. 
Quatriemé Edition revue & augmentée. A. Amfterdam, chez 
‘Paul’Matret: 1910.4” 120. p. 488. Petite Caractere, fans la 
Preface & la Table. ! 

. BRUSSELS. 

-'Genealogie de la trés-illuftre, trés-ancienne & autrefois Sou- 
-veraine Maifon de la Tour, ob quantité d’ autres Famillies, 
‘trouveront leur Extraction & Parentage. Tirée par le plus 
celebrés Auteurs Héraldiques d’ancieas Monutnens, Archives, 
‘€c-autres Antiquitez; & recueilJie par le S. Flacchio, Heraut & 
Roi d’Armes, de la Province de Luxembourg. Dédié a fon 
Altefle Monfiegneur le Prince de Ja Tour, Taffis, & du S. Em- 
‘pire, &c. Enrichie de trés belles Figures & Tabelles Géuéalo- 
giques en taille douce, & divisée en trois Volumes. A Bruxel- 
Jes, chez Antoine Claudinot. 1709. Grand in Folio, Jom. t. 
p. 284. Tom. 2. p. 385+ Tom. 3.p. 480. gros Caractere. 

GENEVA. | 
“~ Hiftoire dela Vie de Jefus Chrift, ou Paraphrafe Harmo- 
‘nique des quatre Evangiles, Par M. Pierre Butini, Mini- 
ftre du S. Ev. -A Geneve, chez Fabri & Barillot. i7ic. .1 4t0. 
p.396. & en2 Vol. in 120, Tom. 1. p. 568, Tom, 2. p. 614. 
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A Lettét written by? Mr: 

|, Dolbin to Dr. Henry 
Sachvere, and left by him 
with a Friend: -at Epfom, to de- 
liver to the Doétor.: Printed 
for f. Baker. 

A Collection of Poems. for 
med againft Dr. Sechov. rei, 
Printed in the Year 1710. 

An Impartal Examination 
of the Bp. of Lincoln, and Nor. 
wich’s, Speeches, in two Let- 
tersto their Lordfhips. Prin- 
ted for E. Curl, 

A General View of our Pre- 
ferit Difcontents. Sold by a 
Baldwin\” 

A Letterto Mr. Tho. Bennet, 
in Defence of the Review of 
the Cafe of Liturgies, and 
their Impofition. By Benjamin 
Robinfon. ‘Printed’ for 7. Clark 

Rules of Government ; or, 

a true Ballance between Sove- 
reignty and Liberty, @c. Prin- 
ted for B. Lincott. 
Submiffion to Governours 
confider’d 
Friend and Admirer of Dr. 
Sacheverel, &c, Printed for A. 
Baldwin 

: Dr. Lamb’s Sermon Preach'd 
in the Parifh-Church ‘of: Sr. 
Bridger, on Wednefday in Eafter 
Week, Ap. t2. 1710. Printed 
for Brab. Aylmer. 

The Guilt, Mifchief,» and 
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